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INDEX-DIGEST TO OPINIONS OF COMMISSION 


ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING. 
1. AUTHORITY TO REGULATE. 


The fact that the regulatory power of the Federal Power Commission 
may partially duplicate that of a state commission does not preclude 
exercise of the Commission’s functions. Cf. Connecticut Light & Power 
Co. v. Federal Power Commission, 324 U. S. 515, 5383; Northwestern Electric 
Co. v. Federal Power Commission, 321 U. 8.119. The Hast Ohio Gas Com- 
pany ; City of Euclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defend- 
ant; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, De 
fendant ; City of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, 
Defendant, On Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and 
Order to Show Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” 
and Why it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements____- 

Certain accounting data relating to cost of transportation of natural gas 
from the Ohio River to city of Cleveland, of use in connection with former 
rate controversy, now settled, required to be filed under sections 5 (b) and 
6 (b) of Natural Gas Act, since such data will be useful when a further 
rate controversy develops. and can readily be made current. Such data 
must also be required under the Commission’s general accounting orders 
issued under sections 8 (a), 10 (a), and 16 requiring installation of uni- 
form system of accounts, reclassifications and original cost determination, 
and annual and statistical reports. Cf. Re The East Ohio Gas Company, 
1F. P. C. 586, 592-595. Id a a a a a 

Uniform accounting is necessary to effective regulation under section 
T of the: Bbeesh Gem. Bet:  Weiisanscicneenen nat eae 

There is no merit to objecting that Commission requests for accounting 
data and its requirements that accounts he kept may not extend beyond 
facilities subject to its jurisdiction. Re Billings Gas Co. et al., 2 F. P. C. 
288, 289-290: Re Northwestern Electric Co., 2 F. P. C. 327, 330-331. Id_-. 

Legitimate cost of compliance alone is no bar, since effective regula- 
tion in the public interest is justification. Id 


2. BASIS oF ACCOUNTING SYSTEM. 


Original cost is necessary incident to establishment and maintenance 
of uniform system of accounts. The Hast Ohio Gas Company; City of 
Ruclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; City of 
Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant ; City of 
Lakewood, Complainant v. The Rast Ohio Gas Company, Defendant, On Re 
hearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and Order to Show 
Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” and Why it Has 
Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements 


3. JURISDICTION. 


(a) State Commissions. 


The fact that regulatory power of Federal Power Commission may 
partially duplicate that of a state commission does not preclude exercise 
of the Commission’s functions. Cf. Connecticut Light & Power Co. v. 
Federal Power Commission, 324 U. S. 515, 533: Northwestern Electric 
Co. v. Federal Power Commission, 321 U. 8.119. The East Ohio Gas Com 
pany ; City of Euclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defend 
ant ; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, De 
fendant ; City of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, 
Defendant, On Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints 
and Order to Show Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Com 
pany,” and Why it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements__. 
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ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 2. BAsIs oF ACCOUNTING SYSTEM ; CosT, 
1. Net INVESTMENT; LICENSE, 1. ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost 
or Farr VALUE DETERMINATION. 


ALLOCATION. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 1. ALLOCATION 
OF PIPELINE CAPACITY; RATES, 8. OPERATING Costs, (a) Allocation. 


AMORTIZATION. 

See Rates, 11. Rate or RETURN. 
ANNUAL CHARGE. 

See LIcENSE, 3. ANNUAL CHARGE. 
ARM’S-LENGTH BARGAINING. 


See JURISDICTION, 4. PRoDUCTION AND GATHERING; Rates, 10. RATE BASE 
(d) Gas Purchase Contracts. 


CAPACITY, PIPELINE. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 1, ALLOCATION 
OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
1. ALLOCATION OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. 


The general public ought not to be penalized by reason of fact that 
distributing company supplied by applicant may have misjudged its esti- 
mated future gas requirements for city of Louisville and contracted for 
lesser volume of supply than was authorized to be delivered to it in prior 
proceeding. Though no additional gas was proposed to be made available 
to Louisville from the facilities herein sought to be certificated, public 
interest requires that the full volume, as earlier authorized, be made 
available to it upon completion of facilities having a capacity equal to that 
authorized in the prior proceeding. Tennessee Gas and Transmission 
Company (Tennessee Gas Transmission Company), Application for Certifi- 
cate of Public Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation 
of Additions to Existing Natural-Gas Pipeline Facilities 

Decision on request of interveners, engaged in production, transportation 
‘and sale of natural gas, that firm gas be made available to them from ap- 
plicant’s proposed increased capacity deferred but applicant permitted to 
make deliveries on interruptible basis provided such deliveries will not 
mpair applicant’s ability to sell and deliver gas for resale for ultimate 
public consumption. Id 

In issuing certificate Commission reserved for further consideration dis- 
position to be made of certain volumes of gas for which applicant has 
presented no firm purchase commitments, and its right to take further 
action in the public interest to assure and provide adequate service to 
present or prospective customers of applicant. Id 

Commission’s reservation of the disposition of a portion of the increased 
capacity certificated herein made it appropriate to deny, without prejudice, 
petitions to intervene filed by State of Tennessee and Tennessee distribut- 
ing companies for purpose of obtaining an increase in the supply of natural 
gas to be made available. Id 

Public interest may require other disposition of pipeline sales capacity 
than those provided in applicant’s contracts embodying options to pur- 
chasers to purchase gas in addition to primary deliveries, resulting in 
reduction in quantities to be delivered pursuant to contract. Commission 
has authority under the Act to disturb such contract rights to serve the 
full public interest. Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation, Applica- 
tion for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

The record does not warrant finding that public interest would be served 
by providing for natural gas service for the City of Indianapolis from 
3ig Inch Lines. 


Right of city of Bloomington, Illinois, to have natural gas service from 


Panhandle Eastern must be considered and determined in another pro- 
ceeding. Id 


Page 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
1. ALLOCATION OF PIPELINE CAPACITY—Continted 


Present gas shortages in areas now depending upon natural gas such 
that the request of Missouri Western Gas Company to obtain gas from Big 
Inch Lines in order to supply new markets in Missouri not justified in 
the public interest. 

Present shortage of gas in general area to be served by Big Inch Lines 
such that proposed diversion therefrom by means of interconnection with 
lines of Arkansas-Missouri Power Company to supply gas to electric 
generating plant under construction not justified. Id 

Commission found that public interest requires natural gas service be 
made available from Big Inch Lines to areas served by intervening dis- 
tributing companies which requested such service and expressed a will- 
ingness to enter into definite contract commitments for sufficient quantities 
of gas to meet their public requirements. 162 

Because of acute emergency situation due to shortage of gas supply in 
Appalachian area, public interest requires that for period ending April 30, 
1948, Commission reserve for future disposition not more than 5,000 M. ec. f. 
per day out of the available delivery capacity of Big Inch Lines to meet 
emergencies which may occur. seu 

Existing contract provisions for delivery of gas to companies in Appa- 
lachian area found to be neither reasonable nor justifiable in the public 
interest. Commission held that whatever quantities are available in Ap- 
palachian area from Big Inch Lines during winter 1947-48 must be 
apportioned equitably and fairly notwithstanding contract provisions. Id_ 

Public interest requires that during winter 1947-48 each of several com- 
panies contracting to purchase gas from applicant in Applachian area 
receive from total volume delivered by applicant to the area a percentage 
in the proportion which initial quantity contracted for bears to total initial 
quantity in all contracts. Id a sae eaten e aan 

Contention of numerous interveners that gas service should not be 
extended to the Philadelphia area but rather that full requirements of all 
consumers in Appalachian area, including industrial, should be met, 
rejected. 


2. CoMPETITORS, RIGHTS OF. 

Motion of Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company to dismiss applica- 
tion of Michigan-Wisconsin on ground that Commission is without 
power to deprive Panhandle Eastern of its “grandfather” rights by 
issuance of certificate of public convenience and necessity to applicant 
and on Panhandle’s ability and applicant’s inability to perform service 
proposed, denied. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application 
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_..-____-_ nee 

Natural Gas Act and legislative history thereof show clearly that it 
would be contrary to public policy that Panhandle Eastern should have 
monopoly rights as claimed and Commission is without authority to 
grant monopoly certificates, “grandfather” or otherwise, to any natural- 
gas company ; and no company can acquire any monopoly right or privilege 
by virtue of any certificate issued by Commission. 

Commission held that fact that one company holds certificates from 
Commission authorizing it to transport gas to and sell such gas for resale 
in specified cities, does not of itself preclude Commission, upon a proper 
showing, from authorizing another company so to transport and sell 
natural gas in the same general area. 

Possession of “grandfather” certificate does not confer right to preempt 
market served for continued rendition of service beyond term of an exist- 
ing contract to exclusion of others who may show that public interest would 
be served by either substitution or necessary augmentation of service or 
il, Rr OG BO icra eptngencincn eedmneeneae - 

A “grandfather” certificate is not intended to be unlimited, but is subject 
to future regulation under provisions of Natural Gas Act, and the holder 
of a “grandfather” certificate, after termination of existing contract 
with distributing company, cannot claim right to preempt territory and 
service privileges without submitting to test of broad public interest. Id_- 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
2. COMPETITORS, RiGHTs or—Continued 


There is no showing in record of prospective financial loss to Panhandle 
Eastern in event of modification of its present deliveries in Detroit and 
Ann Arbor markets. Id 


While Panhandle Eastern’s “grandfather” certificate gives no exclusive 
right to serve market for all time, certain continuity of service should 
be preserved if possible, and Panhandle Eastern’s rights to serve natural 
gas for resale in Ann Arbor districts up to December 31, 1951, should 
be governed by pattern of service rendered by it, particularly since Decem- 
ber 15, 1940, and also by obligations imposed upon it by its existing 
contracts with Michigan Consolidated, the purchasing distributing com- 
UY. Bi rccttctininiisaninsitinnlaigitntgaticiiata ditt in tibet ese ee 

Under Commission’s orders, there is available to Panhandle Eastern 
the opportunity to continue to make deliveries to Michigan Consolidated 
after December 31, 1951, on terms and conditions not only substantially 
similar to those now in effect but in many respects more favorable. 
Upon termination of contracts with Michigan Consolidated, Panhandle 
Kastern is given opportunity to deliver and sell gas to it in keeping with 
its pattern of service for either years 1942 or 1945 or the average volume 
delivered and sold to it during the period 1942-46, and, in event additional 
gas is needed, such additional gas as may be required to maintain adequate 
service in Detroit and Ann Arbor areas. Id 


8. COMPLIANCE WITH STATE PROCEDURE. 


Commission found it would not be in public interest to deny issuance 
of certificate by reason of failure of applicant to meet certain statutory 
requirements of State of Wisconsin in matter of local consents; but 
conditioned certificate upon obtaining such consents from communities in 
Wisconsin proposed to be served as well as from Public Service Com- 
mission of Wisconsin. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Applica- 
tion for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_____--_---_--- 

The fact that regulatory power of Federal Power Commission may 
partially duplicate that of state commission does not preclude exercise 
of Commission’s functions. Cf. Connecticut Light & Power Co. v. Federal 
Power Commission, 324 U. 8. 515, 533; Northwestern Electric Co. v. Federal 
Power Commission, 321 U. §. 119. The East Ohio Gas Company; City 
of Euclid, Complainant vy. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; City 
of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; 
City of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant, 
On Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and Order to 
Show Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” and Why 
it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements___.------------ 


4, CONDITIONS TO ISSUANCE. 


Commission order of November 30, 1946, issuing certificate of public 
convenience and necessity, conditioned so as to prohibit transportation or 
sale of natural gas subject to jurisdiction of Commission by means of 
facilities which Michigan Consolidated, an affiliate of Michigan-Wisconsin 
and its subsidiary, Austin Field Company, propose to lease or construct 
and lease to applicant, subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission, 
unless and until applications have been made to Commission to authorize 
construction and operation of such facilities. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe 
Line Company, Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
neoestte nas 


Commission stated that applicant’s proposed block-type rate structure, 
claimed to give consumers the full benefit of storage features of its project, 
should be given further study; and conditioned order upon applicant's 
submitting schedule of rates satisfactory in form to Commission within 
six Taonths front ISSRenes OF OOTTIREEUD. Tile cencenennewsnmeeenes 

Because of competitive bidding requirements imposed on applicant by 
Securities and Exchange Commission and practical impossibility of its 
securing firm commitments of full financial authorization prior to securing 
certificate from Federal Power Commission, held not necessary that 
applicant at this time submit firm proof of ability to finance proposed 
project ; but certificate issued herein conditioned upon securing of neces- 
sary authorizations from Securities and Exchange Commission. Id 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
4. CONDITIONS To ISSUANCE—Continued 


The Commission found it would not be in public interest to deny issuance 
of certificates by reason of failure of applicant to meet certain statutory 
requirements of State of Wisconsin in matter of local consents; but con- 
ditioned certificate upon obtaining such consents from communities in 
Wisconsin proposed to be served as well as from Public Service Com- 
mission of Wisconsin. Id v3 . hind haces 

Decision on request of interveners, engaged in production, transportation 
and sale of natural gas, that firm gas be made available to them from 
applicant’s proposed increased capacity deferred but applicant permitted 
to make deliveries on interruptible basis provided such deliveries will not 
impair applicant's ability to sell and deliver gas for resale for ultimate 
public consumption. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company (Tennes- 
see Gas Transmission Company), Application for Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions to 
Existing Natural-Gas Pipeline Facilities__- ee [ 

Certificate conditioned by provision that, for winter season ending 
April 30, 1948, 20,000 M. c. f. per day be delivered to relieve existing gas 
shortage in territory supplied by Panhandle Eastern on displacement basis 
by deliveries through existing connections with The Ohio Fuel Gas Com- 
pany and new connections with facilities of other companies. Teras 
Eastern Transmission Corporation, Application for a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity 


5. CONTRACTS, EXISTING, EFFECT ON. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PURLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 11. PREEXIST- 
ING CONTRACTS, EFFECT ON. 


6. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


Capacity of proposed project consisting of 26-inch pipeline from Texas 
through Oklahoma, Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, and Illinois, with branch lines 
through Indiana to Big Rapids, Michigan, to various points in Wisconsin, 
to Maryville, Missouri, and to points in Iowa, with necessary compressor 
stations and storage fields in Michigan, found to be adequate to fulfill 
the requirements of markets proposed to be served for reasonable 
period in the future. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application 
for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

Authorization of future acquisition of facilities by 
December 31, 1951, which in interim period prior to that date are to be 
leased to applicant, held inappropriate because premature and unnecessary. 


natural-gas transmission pipe-line system in that combination of trans- 
port and large scale storage facilities makes possible important economies 
in operation, permits flexibility and superior reliability of service, and 
enables high load factor operation of main pipe-line system, Id_--------~ 
Commission accepted applicant’s estimates of future market require- 
ments, which were substantially uncontroverted in record, as reasonable 
and sufficient to justify and support proposed project in furtherance of 
public convenience and necessity of general public in areas proposed to 
be served. Id eS sili tiesridhiclis debbie dae a 
Commission concluded that -gas supply available to applicant and dedi- 
cated to service applicant proposes to render are adequate to supply and 
support facilities which it found should be authorized. Id__ . “ 
Applicant’s estimates of net investment, operating revenues and expense 
for each of first five years of operation considered by Commission to be 
adequate and reasonable as of time of preparation and for purposes of 
this proceeding. Id__-..-----~~- seid 
secause of competitive bidding requirements imposed on applicant by 
Securities and Exchange Commission and practical impossibility of its 
securing firm commitments of full financial authorization prior to securing 
certificate from Federal Power Commission, held not necessary that 
applicant at this time submit firm proof of ability to finance proposed 
project; but certificate issued herein conditioned upon securing of neces- 
sary authorizations from Securities and Exchange Commission. Id 
802642—49 76 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
6. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Continued 


Natural Gas Act and legislative history thereof show clearly that it 
would be contrary to public policy that Panhandle Eastern should have 
monopoly rights as claimed and that Commission without authority to 
grant monopoly certificates, “grandfather” or otherwise, to any natural- 
gas company ; and no company can acquire any monopoly right or privilege 
by virtue of any certificate issued by Commission. Id___- ies 

Objections of intervening coal, railroad, dock and labor interests based 
on economic impact of operation of applicant's proposed project upon 
interveners present only one of factors to be taken into consideration in 
Commission’s determination. Id whet 

Commission found that it would not be in public interest to deny issuance 
of certificate by reason of failure of applicant to meet certain statutory 
requirements of State of Wisconsin in matter of local consents: but con- 
ditioned certificate upon obtaining of such consents from communities 
proposed to be served as well as from Public Service Commission of 
Wisconsin. Id ‘ ne 

It cannot be questioned that tremendous increase in dem: and for natural- 
gas service necessitates construction of substantial pipe-line capacity to 
transport natural gas from areas of large gas reserves in West and South- 
west to populous consuming Midwest and eastern Appalachian areas. 
35 ak re eon ee eS 


Granting of certifies ate will not result in wasteful duplic ation of facilities. 


Id 


Continuance of natural-gas service in Western Michigan markets of 
Michigan Consolidated after depletion of present sources of supply is 
conducive to public welfare and will promote accommodation and con- 
venience of public. Id i sd 

Commission found that public convenience and necessity require con 
struction and operation of proposed facilities of applicant to extent in- 
dicated in opinion and order of November 30, 1946, issuing certificate of 
publie convenience and necessity. Id__ P= 

Needed supplementation of gas supply in region or particular area in pub- 
lic interest, is an ingredient of public convenience and necessity which Com- 
mission is under obligation to consider in issuing a “non-grandfather” 
certificate. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Supplemental 
Opinion upon Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity 


Panhandle Eastern, even after approv: il by ‘Commission of certificate 
applications resulting in increased eapacity, found unable, under pre- 
vailing conditions, to meet ever-increasing demands on its system as a 
whole, and during present winter period, unable to meet its entire firm 
demands, Id- acelin dene coat ; 

Commission’s action in issuing certificate to Michigan- Wisconsin not 
viewed as creating “regulated competition” only but rather in nature of 
needed supplementation of gas supply. 

No showing in record of prospective financial loss to Panhandle Eastern 
in event of modification of present deliveries in Detroit and Ann Arbor 
markets. Id__ ah 

While “grandfather” certific ate gives no exclusive right to serve m: iarket 
for all time, a certain continuity of service should be preserved if possible, 
and Panhandle Fastern’s rights to serve natural gas for resale in Ann Arbor 
district up to December 31, 1951, should be governed by pattern of service 
rendered by it, particularly since December 15, 1940, and also by obligations 
imposed by its existing contracts with Michigan Consolidated, the 
purchasing distributing company. Id_ Bite 

Certificate issued to applicant, a “naturs il-gas compi iny” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act, authorizing construction and operation of additional 
facilities to existing natural gas pipe-line system designed to increase 
delivery capacity on findings (a) of public need, demand and market for 
increase proposed, particularly in Appalachian area, where local production 
is declining and consumer demands increasing; (b) that intervening dis- 
tributing companies will require more gas from applicant’s system than 
amounts authorized to be delivered in Commission order of July 3, 1946, in 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
6. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITy—Continued 


docket G-701 (5 F. P. C. 633) ; (c) facts indicate about a 20-year gas supply 
to meet projected increases if all applicant’s purchase contracts remain 
in force; (d) proposed new facilities will increase applicant’s system 
capacity by 219,000 M. c. f. per day; (e) applicant is able to finance con- 
struction of facilities involved; (f) applicant is able and willing 
properly to do acts and perform service proposed and to conform to the 
provisions of Natural Gas Act and requirements, rules, and regulations of 
the Commission thereunder; and issuance of certificate is required by 
public convenience and necessity. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Com- 
pany (Tennessee Gas Transmission Company), Application for Certificate 
of Public Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of 
Additions to Existing Natural-Gas Pipe-Line Facilities_._._._._._._-.__--~- 135 
Applicant’s request, after hearing for a temporary certificate authorizing 
it to proceed immediately with portion of installations involved dismissed 
since by action herein it has become moot. Id an ningnmiiecceatien: Sane 
General public ought not to be penalized by reason of fact that dis- 
tributing company supplied by applicant may have misjudged its estimated 
future gas requirements for city of Louisville and contracted for lesser 
volume of supply than authorized to be delivered to it in prior proceeding. 
Though no additional gas was proposed to be made available to Louisville 
from the facilities sought to be certificated, public interest requires that 
full volume, as earlier authorized, be made available to it upon completion 
of facilities having capacity equal to that authorized in prior proceeding. 
Id gcournal : sate 
In issuing certificate Commission reserved for further consideration dis- 
position to be made of certain volumes of gas which applicant has presented 
no firm purchase commitments, and right to take further action in public 
interest to assure and provide adequate service to present or prospective 
customers of applicant. Id ; ; : 
Commission’s reservation of disposition of portion of increased capacity 
certificated made it appropriate to deny, without prejudice, petitions to 
intervene filed by State of Tennessee and Tennessee distributing companies 
for purpose of obtaining increase in supply of natural gas to be made avail- 
able. Id : : : 
Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act, authorizing it to acquire the War Emergency Pipe Lines 
(“Big Inch” and “Little Big Inch”), to construct facilities necessary for 
their conversion for transportation of natural gas, and to operate facilities 
so acquired and to be constructed for transportation or sale of natural gas 
subject to Commission’s jurisdiction from Texas to New Jersey. Texas 
Eastern Transmission Corporation, Application for a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity ‘ 171 


Of 21 compressor stations which applicant proposes to construct, 16 will 
be of new blower or centrifugal type utilizing electricity rather than gas 
for power, thereby reducing fuel requirements for operation of pipe line 
by 2,200 M. c. f. per day and correspondingly increasing delivery capacity. 
Commission found that location and design of proposed compressor sta- 
tions are adequate to maintain estimated delivery or sales capacity at 
approximately 435,000 M. c. f. per day and that estimated costs, both as 
to construction and operation, appear to be reasonable. Id____ ._._ 157-158 
Proposed installation of connecting pipe lines, river crossing lines and 
other appurtenances, found necessary to render service authorized and 
estimated costs reasonable. Id--_- 159 


Ample natural gas found available to meet present and future require- 
ments of applicant to full extent of pipe-line capacity for which certificate 
is sought. Id__ « ~ aeaepla cate etna Ben nareeaten sanded aeaabaaen 160 
Record does not warrant finding that public interest would be served by 
providing for natural gas service for city of Indianapolis from Big Inch 
Lines. Id_--- st 161 


Present gas shortage in areas now depending upon natural gas are such 
that the request of Missouri Western Gas Company to obtain gas from Big 
Inch Lines in order to supply new markets in Missouri is not justified in 
public interest. Id ___-_-- : ; 162 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 


6. CONVENIENCE AND NEcEsstry—Continued 


Present shortage of gas in the general area to be served by Big Inch 
Lines is such that proposed diversion therefrom by means of intérconnec- 
tion with lines of Arkansas-Missouri Power Company to supply gas to 
electric generating plant under construction is not justified. Id ---..---- 

Commission found that public interest requires natural gas service be 
made available from Big Inch Lines to areas served by intervening dis- 
tributing companies which requested such service and expressed willing- 
ness to enter into definite contract commitments for sufficient quantities of 
gas to meet their public requirements. Id_ 

Commission approved applicant’s proposed use of the lines from ‘Skippack 
Junction, Pa., to Linden, N. J., for storage of gas, such use to provide an 
immediately available source of supply in case of emergency or interruption 
of main line service or to assist in carrying peak loads in other parts 
UNI UR sce disci cee antennas cette acer cate einedaieig etamiaoaaaiisia 

Commission not persuaded that certificate authorized constitutes any 
impairment of markets of interveners Tennessee Gas Transmission Com- 
pany and Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company. Id 


7. EvIpeNcE AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF 
(a) Demand. 


Commission accepted applicant’s estimates of future market require- 
ments, substantially uncontroverted in record, as reasonable and as 
sufficient to support proposed project in furtherance of public convenience 
and necessity of general public in areas proposed to be served. 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity- anti 

The needed supplement: ition of gas supply in region or particular area 
in public interest, is an ingredient of pubiic convenience and necessity 
which Commission is under obligation to consider in issuing a ‘“non- 
grandfather” certificate. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Supple- 
mental Opinion upon eaxanateniean for a Certificate of Public Convenience 
RE a ia aga a pag tenth aes cen ove chavs esse sip tetas g em adaieasiinn 

Panhandle Eastern, even after approval by Commission of certificate 
applications resulting in increased capacity, found unable, under prevailing 
conditions, to meet everincreasing demands on its system as a whole, and 
during present winter period, unable to meet its entire firm demands. 
Baca taipeins lec cape cenit ictal agai 

Commission’s action in issuing certificates to Michigan-Wisconsin not 
viewed as that of creating “regulated competition” only but rather in the 
nature of needed supplementation of gas supply. Id---.-------_-------_. 

General public ought not to be penalized by reason of fact that dis- 
tributing company supplied by applicant may have misjudged its estimated 
future gas requirements for City of Louisville and contracted for a lesser 
volume of supply than was authorized to be delivered to it in prior proceed- 
ing. Though no additional gas was proposed to be made available to 
Louisville from facilities herein sought to be certificated, public interest 
requires that full volume, as earlier authorized, be made available to it 
upon completion of facilities having capacity equal to that authorized in 
prior proceeding. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company (Tennessee 
Gas Transmission Company), Application for Certificate of Public Con- 
venience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions to 
Baisting Natural-Gas Pipeline Facilities__.._.................-......... 

Applicant for a certificate should carry out commitments and representa- 
tions made by it in support of its application and upon which Commission 
Se TEk TR I, i viii te cee 

In issuing certificate, Commission reserved for further consideration 
disposition to be made of certain volumes of gas for which applicant has 
presented no firm purchase commitments, and its right to take further 
action in public interest to assure and provide adequate service to present 
Or prospective CUSLOMOrS OF ANDUGERE. , 10 sn vcciiicinncnn eb naesncneseee 

Commission’s reservation of disposition of portion of increased capacity 
certificated made it appropriate to deny, without prejudice, petitions to 
intervene filed by State of Tennessee and Tennessee distributing companies 


for purpose of obtaining increase in supply of natural gas to be made 
available. Id 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
7. EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTs oF PRoorF—Continued 
(b) Facilities. 


Capacity of proposed project consisting of 26-inch pipe line from Texas 
through Oklahoma, Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, and Illinois, with branch lines 
through Indiana to Big Rapids, Michigan, to various points in Wisconsin, 
to Maryville, Missouri, and to points in Iowa, with necessary compressor 
stations and storage field in Michigan, found to be adequate to fulfill re- 
quirements of markets proposed to be served for reasonable period in 
future. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a Certifi- 
cate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

Granting certificate found not to result in wasteful duplication of 
facilities. 

Of 21 compressor stations which applicant proposes to construct, 16 
found of a new blower or centrifugal type utilizing electricity rather than 
gas for power, thereby reducing fuel requirements for operation of pipe 
line by 2,200 M. c. f. per day and correspondingly increasing delivery 
capacity. Commission found that location and design of proposed com- 
pressor stations are adequate to maintain estimated delivery or sales 
capacity at approximately 435,000 M. c. f. per day and that estimated costs, 
both as to construction and operation, appear to be reasonable. Teras 
Eastern Transmission Corporation, Application for a Certificate of shes" 
Convenience and Necessity eee eae 157, 158 

Proposed installation of connecting pipe lines, river crossing lines and 
other appurtenances, found necessary to render service authorized and 
estimated costs reasonable. Id 


(c) Financial Resources. 


Applicant’s estimates of net investment, operating revenues and expense 
for each of first five years of operation considered by Commission to be 
adequate and reasonable as of time of preparation and for purposes of 


proceeding. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity pede 

Because of competitive bidding requirements imposed on ‘applicant by 
S. E. C. and practical impossibility of securing firm commitments of full 
financial authorization prior to securing certificate from Federal Power 
Commission, held not necessary that applicant submit firm proof of its 
ability to finance proposed project; but certificate issued conditioned upon 
securing necessary authorizations from Securities and Exchange Com- 
mission. Id 


(d) Supply. 


In evaluating evidence as to gas reserves, Commission must determine 
whether available gas supply is sufficiently adequate to support project 
for which certificate of public convenience and necessity is authorized. 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity 

Commission concluded that gas supply available to applicant and ded- 
icated to service applicant proposes to render are adequate to supply and 
support facilities which it found should be authorized. Id 

Record reopened for limited purpose of receiving in evidence certain 
supplemental agreements insuring that applicant would have reasonably 
adequate supply of gas for meeting requirements of proposed enlarged 
system. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company (Tennessee Gas 
Transmission Company), Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 
and Necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions to Ezisting 
Natural-Gas Pipeline Facilities ; 

Ample natural gas found available to meet present and future require- 
ments of applicant to full extent of pipeline capacity for which certificate 
is sought. 


8. Ex1STING MARKETS. 
(a) Impairment of. 


Commission not persuaded that certificate authorized constitutes any 
impairment of markets of interveners Tennessee Gas Transmission Com- 
pany and Panhandle Hastern. Teras Eastern Transmission Corporation, 
Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
8. ExtsTING MARKETS—Continued 


(b) Monopoly Rights in. 

Motion of Panhandle Eastern to dismiss application of Michigan- 
Wisconsin on ground that Commission is without power to deprive Pan- 
handle of “grandfather” rights by issuance of certificate to applicant as 
well as Panhandle’s ability and applicant’s inability to perform service pro- 
posed, denied, Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

Natural Gas Act and legislative history thereof show clearly that it would 
be contrary to public policy that Panhandle Eastern should have monopoly 
rights as claimed and that Commission is without authority to grant monop- 
oly certificates, “grandfather” or otherwise, to any natural-gas company ; 
and no company can acquire any monopoly right or privilege by virtue of 
any certificate issued by the Commission. 

Authori izing applicant to serve Detroit and Ann Arbor district, pr -esently 
served by Panhandle Eastern, will not result in confiscation of latter’s 
property without due process of law, since large existing and rapidly ex- 
panding gas markets afford ample opportunity to Panhandle Eastern, not 
only to maintain its present favorable financial and operating position, 
but also to grow in areas now served by it and to expand. Id 

Action taken in this proceeding should not be construed as affecting in 
any manner rights, duties and obligations of Panhandle Eastern with re- 
spect to Detroit and Ann Arbor markets during term of existing contract 
with Michigan Consolidated there. Id_ --------___--_____.__ 

Purposes of “grandfather” provisions are to insure “substantial parity 
between future operations and prior bona fide operations” on jurisdic- 
tional date, but issuance of “grandfather” certificate does not expressly or 
impliedly confer exclusive right to serve specified area. Michigan-Wis- 
consin Pipe Line Company, Supplemental Opinion upon Application for 
a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

A “grandfather” certificate is not intended to be unlimited, but is sub- 
ject to future regulation under provisions of Natural Gas Act, and holder of 
“grandfather” certificate, after termination of existing contract with dis- 
tributing company, cannot claim right to preempt territory and service 
privileges without submitting to test of broad public interest. Id 

While Panhandle Eastern’s “grandfather” certificate gives no exclusive 
right to serve a market for all time, a certain continuity of service should 
be preserved if possible, and its rights to serve natural gas for resale in 
Ann Arbor district up to December 31, 1951, should be governed by pattern of 
service rendered by it, particularly since December 15, 1940, and also by 
obligations imposed upon it by its existing contracts with Michigan Con- 
solidated, the purchasing distributing company. 


9. “GRANDFATHER” CERTIFICATES. 


Motion of Panhandle Eastern to dismiss application of Michigan- 
Wisconsin on ground that Commission was without power to deprive Pan- 
handle Eastern ofits “grandfather” rights by issuanee. of a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity to applicant as well as Panhandle’s abil- 
ity and applicant’s inability to perform service proposed, denied. Michi- 
gan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity 

Natural Gas Act and legislative history thereof show clearly that it 
would be contrary to public policy that Panhandle Eastern should have 
monopoly rights as claimed and that Commission is without authority to 
grant monopoly certificates, “grandfather” or otherwise, to any natural- 
gas company; and no company can acquire any monopoly right or privil- 
ege by virtue of any certificate issued by Commission. Id 

1942 amendment to section 7 of Natural Gas Act had its derivation from 
section 206 (a) of the Interstate Commerce Act, and rights and privileges 
regarding “grandfather” and “non-grandfather” certificates, as developed 
by the courts with respect to section 7 of the Natural Gas Act, have been 
in keeping with judicial constructions relating to Interstate Commerce 
Act. (Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation v. Federal Power Commission, 
159 F. 2d 215). Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Supplemental 
Opinion upon Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
9. “GRANDFATHER” CERTIFICATES—Continued 


Purposes of “grandfather” provisions are to insure “substantial parity 
between future operations and prior bona fide operations” on jurisdictional 
date, but issuance of “grandfather” certificate does not AR: or im- 
pliedly confer exclusive right to serve specified area. Id 

A “grandfather” certificate, like a “non-grandfather” certificate, is gov- 
erned by valid contractual arrangements, not contrary to public interest, 
which natural-gas company, as supplier, and distributing company, as its 
customer, have entered into. Id 

Possession of a “grandfather” certificate does not confer right to pre- 
empt a market served for continued rendition of service beyond term of 
existing contract to exclusion of others who may show that public interest 
would be served by either substitution or necessary augmentation of service 
or both. Id 

Section 7 (g) of Natural Gas Act applies whether the existing company 
operates pursuant to “grandfather” or “non-grandfather” certificate. Id 

“Grandfather” certificate privileges should not extend beyond “sub- 
stantial parity” with operation, service, transportation or sale actually 
performed on February 7, 1942. 

A “grandfather” certificate is not intended to be unlimited, but is subject 
to future regulation under Natural Gas Act, and holder of “grandfather” 
certificate, after termination of existing contract with distributing com- 
pany, cannot claim right to preempt territory and service privileges with- 
out submitting to test of broad public interest. 


10. PATTERN OF SERVICE. 
While Panhandle Eastern’s “grandfather” certificate gives it no exclusive 


right to serve market for all time, a certain continuity of service should 
be preserved if possible, and its rights to serve natural gas for resale in 


Ann Arbor districts up to December 31, 1951, should be governed by pat- 
tern of service rendered by it, particularly since December 15, 1940, and 
also by obligations imposed upon it by its existing contracts with Michigan 
Consolidated, the purchasing distributing company. Michigan-Wisconsin 
Pipe Line Company, Supplemental Opinion upon Application for a Cer- 
tificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 


1. PREEXISTING CONTRACTS, EFFECT ON. 


Action taken in proceeding not to be construed as affecting in any manner 
rights, duties and obligations of Panhandle Eastern with respect to the 
Detroit and Ann Arbor markets during term of existing contract with 
Michigan Consolidated there. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, 
Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 

Locel distributing company is not bound, nor can it be compelled to exe- 
cute renewal of contract with its present supplier regardless of any other 
considerations on its expiration. Id ania Liem ct ee ae 

A “grandfather” certificate, like a “non- grandfather” certificate, is gov- 
erned by valid contractual arrangements, not contrary to public interest, 
which natural-gas company, as supplier, and distributing company, as its 
customer, have entered into. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, 
Supplemental Opinion upon Application for a Certificate of Public Con- 
venience and Necessity 

Possession of a “grandfather” certificate does not confer right to preempt 
market served for continued rendition of service beyond term of existing 
contract to exclusion of others who may show that public interest would be 
served by either substitution or necessary augmentation of service or both. 


’ 


Public interest may require other disposition of pipeline sales capacity 
than those provided in applicant’s contracts embodying options to pur- 
chasers to purchase gas in addition to primary deliveries, resulting in re- 
duction in the quantities to be delivered pursuant to contract. Commission 
has authority under Natural Gas Act to disturb such contract rights to 
serve full public interest. Teras Eastern Transmission Corporation, 
Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCH, ETC.—Continued 
11. PREEXISTING CONTRACTS, Errect ON—Continued 


Existing contract provisions for delivery of gas to companies in Appa- 
lachian area found to be neither reasonable nor justifiable in public in- 
terest. Commission held that whatever quantities are available in 
Appal: achian area from Big Inch Lines during winter 1947-48 must be 

apportioned equitably and fairly notwithstanding contract provisions. Id_- 


12. Rates, EFFEct oF PROPOSED. 


Commission stated that applicant’s proposed block-type rate structure, 
claimed to give consumers full benefit of storage features of its projec t, 
should be given further study; and conditioned order upon applicant’s 
submitting schedule of rates satisfactory in form to Commission within six 
months from issuance of the certificate. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line 
Company, Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Ne- 
cessity 


13. REQUIREMENTS, STATUTORY. 


Section 7 (e) of Natural Gas Act provides for issuance of certificate if it 
is found that certain statutory prerequisites are met, among which is 
finding that prosposed construction, operation, ete., “is or will be required 
by the present or future public convenience and necessity ;” and section 
7 (g) empowers Commission “to grant certificates of public convenience 
and necessity for service of an area already being served by another 
naturul-gas company. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Appli- 
cation for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity- senate 

1942 amendment to section 7 (c) of Natural Gas Act had its derivation 
from section 206 (a) of the Interstate Commerce Act, and rights and 
privileges regarding “grandfather” and “non-grandfather” certificates, as 
developed by courts with respect to section 7 of Natural Gas Act, have been 
in keeping with judicial constructions relating to Interstate Commerce 
Act. (Kentucky Natural Gas Corporation, v. Federal Power Commission, 
159 F. 2d 215). Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Supplemental 
Opinion upon Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity se BS eae 

Section 7 (g) of Natural Gas Act applies whether existing company op- 
erates pursuant to “grandfather” or “non-grandfather” certificate. Id._- 

“Grandfather” certificate privileges should not extend beyond ‘“sub- 
stantial parity” with operation, service, transportation or sale actually per- 
formed on February 7, 1942. 


COMMON CARRIER. 


Common carrier transportation rate previously determined held ade- 
quate when applied to estimated volumes of gas transported which produces 
estimated revenue in each year equal to or greater than estimated cost of 
service for such years, inclusive of 6 percent return on net investment de- 
voted to such service. Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v, Montana- 
Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, U'pon Rehearing of Commission Order of 
March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Com- 


COMPLIANCE WITH STATE PROCEDURE. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 3. COMPLIANCE 
WitH STATE PROCEDURE. 


COST. 
1. Net INVESTMENT. 


Net investment in hydroelectric project as of beginning of license period 
is original cost thereof less depreciation accrued up to that time. Metro- 
politan Edison Company, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for 
License for Operation and Maintenance of Constructed Project 

In eeterminatin of net investment of hydroelectric project as of begin- 
ning of license period, applicant is not entitled, under section 3 (13) of 
Federal Power Act, to fair return on actual legitimate original cost, plus 
similir costs of additions and betterments before deductions for depre- 
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COST—Continued 
1. Net INVESTMENT—Continued 


ciation or reserve items therein referred to are made, since depreciation 
in question is for pre-license period and very provision upon which it relies 
states that deductions from cost are to be made from excess earnings ac- 
cumulated “during the period of the license.” 


DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 
1. LICENSED PROJECT. 


In determination of net investment of hydroelectric project as of begin- 
ning of license period, applicant is not entitled, under section 3 (13) of 
the Federal Power Act, to fair return on actual legitimate original cost, 
plus similar costs of additions and betterments before deductions for de- 
preciation or reserve items therein referred to are made, since depreciation 
in question is for pre-license period and very provision upon which it relies 
states that deductions from cost are to be made from excess earnings ac- 
cumuiated “during the period of the license.” Metropolitan Edison Com- 
pany, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for License for Operation 
and Maintenance of Constructed Project 192-193 

In fixing initial license cost of previously unauthorized constructed proj- 
ect, same rule as to deduction of proper accrued depreciation as that here- 
tofore followed by Commission in its determination of rate base for utility 
property should be followed. Id sip teathinlatedieimiamnecaiial 

To determine initial license cost of such project “without requiring de- 
duction of proper accrued depreciation, would ultimately result in double 
recoupment of that portion of plan cost represented by depreciation reserve 
which in effect has been contributed by licensee’s customers and credited 
to such reserve, since applicant has presumably already recouped that part 
of plant cost represented by depreciation reserve. 


See also Rates, 3. DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 
DISCRIMINATION. 


See Naturat Gas, 1. Emercency Service Rures; Rates, 4. Dts- 
CRIMINATION. 


EMERGENCY SERVICE RULES. 


2anhandle Eastern filed, as supplements to its rate schedules, emergency 
rules and regulations to govern its deliveries of natural gas when curtail- 
ments or interruptions of delivery became necessary. Becoming effective 
by Commission’s order of December 12, 1946 (5 F. P. C. 983), these emer- 
gency rules were continued in effect by Commission order until September 
30, 1947. During public hearings in further proceedings for the prescribing 
of just and reasonable emergency rules and regulations for winter 1947-48, 
conferences of participants therein were held in an effort to work out an 
agreed plan to govern curtailments. Commission found that it was clear 
from record that Panhandle Eastern’s capacity, including 20,000 M. ec. f. 
of Big Inch gas, will be short of maximum firm requirements of distributing 
companies by about 73,000 M. c. f. per day during winter season 1947-48, 
based upon following uncontested evidence: (1) Total firm capacity of Pan- 
handle Eastern’s system during 1946-47 winter season was 405,000 M. c. f. 
to which 20,000 M. c. f. was added by allotment from Big Inch lines; (2) 
1946-47 firm requirements of distributing companies amounted to 440,000 
M. ¢. f.; (3) Panhandle Eastern will have an over-all supply of 445,000 
M. c. f. per day to meet 1947-48 winter peak loads; (4) distributing company 
estimates of firm requirements have increased by 78,000 M. c. f. per day 
as compared with last winter; (5) estimated interruptible load on Pan- 
handle Eastern system approximates 80,000 M. c. f. per day; (6) indicated 
result is threatened 1947-48 winter shortage of about 73,000 M. ec. f. per 
day below anticipated maximum firm requirements, thus requiring full 
curtailment of all interruptible loads and very considerable curtailment of 
firm loads; (7) large part of increase in firm requirements is result of new 
space heating loads added during or since last winter heating season; and 
(8) curtailment of firm loads will probably be required when mean daily 
temperatures are below 40° F. City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of 
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EMERGENCY SERVICE RULES—Continued 


Wayne, Michigan v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company and Michigan 

Gas Transmission Corporation, etc., Proceedings Re Establishment of T'em- 

porary Emergency Service Rules and Regulations to be Effective Upon Need 

‘peg tt a | SE ee eee Ee, i aes is eee 138-140 
Continuance of emergency and probable recurrence of low temperatures 

which prevailed on September 30, 1947, during balance of autumn, make it 

imperative in public interest that interim emergency rules and regulations 

be established forthwith to govern situation pending completion of hearings 

UU I iia ances ici gin aa cea 140 
Plan for allocation of Panhandle’s capacity submitted of record by chair- 

man of industry committee, approved by majority thereof and acceptable 

to majority of companies distributing Panhandle Eastern gas, found to be 

fair and reasonable under conditions which will generally prevail during en- 

suing 30 to 60 days, and particularly adapted to autumn season. Id____-- 141 
Plan, with clarifying modifications, in form of supplements to existing 

rate schedules, made effective from date of issuance of order to November 

Bs Tes) Rh ES enchilada hd 141 
It appearing of record that critical gas shortage exists on natural gas 

transmission system of Panhandle Eastern because firm requirements ofsits 

customers are substantially in excess of its pipeline capacity for coming 

winter, and company’s rate schedules are not uniform as to firm sales and 

service in connection therewith and contain no provision respecting Curtail- 

ment of firm service when total demands exceed pipeline delivery capacity, 

Commission finds that, to avoid a complete breakdown in company’s pipe- 

line operations and prevent undue discrimination, prejudice and preference 

among dependent customers and areas, public interest requires that emer- 

gency service rules and regulations to control and limit deliveries be estab- 

lished. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, Michigan Gas Trans- 

mission Corporation and Illinois Natural Gas Company, Proceedings Re 

Establishment of Emergency Rules and Regulations Effective Upon Need 

Jor Curtatiment Of G60 BOT C00. ..nnccnscccmnncncmansone Sea 
Commission finds that, during existing emergency gas shortage situation, 

Panhandle rate schedules on file with Commission to govern sales and de- 

liveries of natural gas, subject to its jurisdiction, do not provide effective 

rules to govern and control deliveries of natural gas and assure reasonable 

and nondiscriminatory services to utilities dependent upon it, and are there- 

fore unjust, unreasonable, unduly discriminatory and preferential in 

violation of section 4 (b) of Natural Gas Act. Id_---------------- incited Deo 
Commission finds that emergency service rules and regulations for limita- 

tion and control during winter 1947-48 of sales and deliveries of natural gas 

from system of Panhandle Eastern when curtailment of gas service becomes 

necessary, reasonably and fairly allocate total gas supply available to the 

system for coming winter; that their adoption and prescription are neces- 

sary for carrying out provisions of Natural Gas Act: and that such rules 

and regulations, as adopted and prescribed herein, will be just, reasonable 

and nondiscriminatory for governing such deliveries and sales during com- 

ing winter. Id 


EVIDENCE. 
See CERTIFICATE OF Purtic CONVENIENCE AND Necessity, 7. Evt- 
DENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF. 
FACILITIES. 


See CERTIFICATE OF Purntic CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 7. EVIDENCE 
AND ELEMENTS OF Proor, (b) Facilities: INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 1. 
Exrectric ENERGY, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN, (a) Facilities, 2. 
NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN, (b) Facilities. 


GAS RESERVES. 


See CERvIFICATE OF PuRLIC CONVENTENCE AND NECESSITY, 7. EVIDENCE 
AND ELEMENTS OF Proor, (d) Supply. 


GAS SERVICE CURTAILMENT. 
See EMERGENCY SERVICE RULES, 
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GAS SHORTAGE. 

See EMERGENCY Service RvULEs. 
“GRANDFATHER” CERTIFICATES. 

See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 9. 

FATHER” CERTIFICATES. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

1. ELectTric ENERGY, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN. 

(a) Facilities. 


“GRAND- 


After careful reexamination of record in light of opinion of Supreme 
Court of United States, Commission finds it extremely doubtful that neces- 
sary finding could now properly be made that facilities at Bristol substation 
are not used in local distribution. The Connecticut Light and Power Com- 
pany, Proceedings on Remand in Conformity with the Opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in The Connecticut Light and Power 
Company v. Federal Power Commission, 324 U.S. 515 . aa 

Congress, however, has not forbidden utilities to terminate arrangements 
which, if continued, might subject them to Commission’s jurisdiction. Id__ 

Public interest will not be served by further proceedings as respondent, 
acting clearly within its legal rights, by cutting its last remaining connec- 
tion with out-of-state power, will become wholly instrastate, subject only 
to jurisdiction of state commission. Id 


(b) State Regulation, Effect of. 


Legislative history of Federal Power Act shows that it was anticipated 
in Congress that federal accounting requirements would apply to utilities 
predominantly engaged in local business subject to state regulation. The 
Connecticut Light and Power Company, Proceedings on Remand in Con- 
formity with the Opinion of the Supreme Court of the United States in The 


Connecticut Light and Power Company v. Federal Power Commission, 324 
U. 8. 515_- aiaceeieses absiceateg eae se a 

Congress did not regard granting of concurrent jurisdiction over utility 
accounts as usurpation of state authority, but protected such authority to 
extent deemed consonant with public interest in sections 301 (a) and 209 
of Federal Power Act. Id__ ~~~ 


2. NaturAL GAs, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN. 


(a) End Use. 


“End use” is not valid test to determine classification of facility. The 
East Ohio Gas Company ; City of Euclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas 
Company, Defendant; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio 
Gas Company, Defendant ; City of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio 
Gas Company, Defendant, On Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on 
Complaints and Order to Show Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural- 
Gas Company,” and Why it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Re- 
quirements 


(b) Facilities. 


A corporation which owns and operates, wholly within one state, 650 
miles of high-pressure, large-diameter, natural-gas transmission pipe lines, 
connected with like lines of interstate natural-gas pipeline companies, and 
purchases out-of-state gas from such companies for distribution and sale at 
retail within such state, is “engaged in the transportation of natural gas 
in interstate commerce” and is, therefore, a “natural-gas company” within 
meaning of Natural Gas Act, notwithstanding fact that it makes no sales in 
interstate commerce of natural gas for resale. The East Ohio Gas Com- 
pany ; City of Euclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defend- 
ant ; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, De- 
fendant; City of Lakewood, Complainant vy. The East Ohio Gas Company, 
Defendant, On Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and 
Order to Show Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” 
and Why it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements 




























































































































1144 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 








INTERSTATE COMMERCE 


Continued 
2. NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE 1IN—Continued 


Commission rejected contention (1) that company transporting natural 
gas in interstate commerce cannot be a “natural-gas company” unless it also 
makes sales in interstate commerce for resale, (2) that Congress intended 
only to regulate rates, and (3) that, within meaning of section 1 (a) of the 
Natural Gas Act, it is not engaged in “business” of transportation when it 
transports neither for sale for resale nor for others for hire. Cf. Re The 
East Ohio Gas Company, G--115, 1 F. P. C. 586, at page 591, and in G—458, 4, 
F, P.C.15 at page 19. Id 


Section 1 (b) of Natural Gas Act does not exempt company from regula- 
tion on ground that interstate movement of its own gas, in its own lines, 
for its own purposes of local distribution, is “other transportation” within 
meaning of that section. “Other transportation” means only transporta- 
tion other than “transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce.” Id_ 

East Ohio’s transmission pipe lines, located wholly within one state, used 
for transportation of out-of-state gas in bulk to centers of local distribution, 
are not “facilities used for” local distribution within meaning of section 
1 (b) of Natural Gas Act. “End use” is not a valid test to determine the 
classification of a facility. Id 


(c) “Other Transportation.” 


“Other transportation” means only transportation other than “transpor- 
tation of natural gas in interstate commerce.” The East Ohio Gas Com- 
pany; City of Euclid, Company v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defend- 
ant; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, 
Defendant; City of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas 
Company, Defendant, On Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Com- 
plaints and Order to Show Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas 
Company”, and Why it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Require- 
ments 


(d) Production and Gathering. 


Natural Gas Act does not apply to sales of natural gas made by produc- 
ing company at termini of gathering lines to distributing company for dis- 
tribution and resale in communities situated entirely within state of pro- 
duction. City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan v. 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company and Michigan Gas Transmission 
Corporation, etc., Proceedings Re Establishment of Temporary Emergency 
Service Rules and Regulations to be Effective Upon Need for Curtailment 
OF CRG Bee ncn ntacne inlets iaiin oltadils cai esata diane nanaiiadite tain inliictananilh 

Commission has no jurisdiction over applicant, an independent producer 
and gatherer doing business in only one state and neither owning nor oper- 
ating any transmission facilities of a character similar to those of an inter- 
state pipeline company, under circumstancees which show that it does not 
transport natural gas beyond points where gathering has been completed 
but sells such gas at arm’s-length to an interstate pipeline company which 
subsequently transports and sells it in interstate commerce. Commission 
considered itself controlled by its decision Jn the Matter of Columbian Fuel 
Coropration, 2 F. P. C. 240, but distinguished its decisions in Billings Gas 
Company, et. al., 2 F. P. C. 288, and Interstate Natural Gas Company, Inc., 
a ee ee ig 5 etd senses in canes inca uate eae aia cadeeetiees 

Natural Gas Act does not apply where person, not otherwise subject to 
jurisdiction of Commission, is engaged in production and gathering of 
natural gas exclusive of its transportation in interstate commerce, making 
arm’s-length sales of natural gas in interstate commerce only as incident 
to or upon completion of production or gathering. Id 


(e) State Regulation, Effect of. 


Fact that regulatory power of Federal Power Commission may partially 
duplicate that of State commission does not preclude exercise of Commis- 
sion’s functions. Cf. Connecticut Light & Power Co. v. Federal Power 
Commission, 324 U. S. 515, 533 ; ‘Northwestern Electric Co. v. Federal Power 
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INTERSTATE 
2. NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE IN—Continued 

Commission, 321 U. 8. 119. The East Ohio Gas Company; City of Puclid, 
Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant ; City of Cleveland, 
Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; City of Lake- 
wood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant, On Re- 
hearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and Order to Show 
Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” and Why it Has 
Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements 


JURISDICTION, 
1. ACCOUNTING ITEMS. 


Congress did not regard granting of concurrent jurisdiction over utility 
accounts as usurpation of State authority, but protected such authority to 
the extent deemed consonant with public interest in sections 301 (a) and 
209 of Federal Power Act. The Connecticut Light € Power Company, Pro- 
ceedings on Remand in Conformity with the opinion of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in The og: ut Light and Power Company v. 
Federal Power Commission, 324 U. 

Fact that regulatory power of F as ral Power Commission m: iy partially 
duplicate that of State commission does not preclude exercise of Commis- 
sion’s functions. Cf. Connecticut Light & Power Co. v. Federal Power 
Commission, 324 U. 8. 515, 583; Northwestern Electric Co. v. Federal Power 
Commission, 321 U. 8.119. The East Ohio Gas Company; City of Euclid, 
Complainant vy. The Last Ohio Gas Company, Defendant ; City of Cleveland, 
Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; City of Lake- 
wood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant, On Rehear- 
ing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and Order to Show Cause 
Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” and Why it Has Failed 
to Comply with Accounting Requirements 

2. NATURAL-GAS COMPANIES. 

Applicant will be a natural-gas company within meaning of Natural Gas 
Act, as amended, upon completion of construction of proposed facilities and 
operation thereof for transportation of natural gas in interstate commerce 
and sale of gus in interstate commerce for resale, and construction and 
operation of such facilities and operation of facilities of others to be leased 
by it for purposes of such transportation and sale for ultimate public con- 
sumption, are subject to the jurisdiction of Commission and requirements 
of subsections (c) and (e) of Section 7 of Natural Gas Act, as amended. 
Wichigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Application for a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity 

Motion of intervening pipe-line company to dismiss application for cer- 
tificate on ground that Commission is without power to deprive movant of 
its “grandfather” rights by issuance of certificate of public convenience 
and necessity to applicant as well as movant’s inability to perform service 
proposed, denied. Td_ 


Natural Gas Act and legislative history thereof show clearly that it 
would be contrary to public policy that Panhandle Eastern should have 
monopoly rights as claimed and that Commission is without authority to 


grant monopoly certificates, “grandfather” or otherwise, to any natural-gas 
company ; and no company can acquire any monopoly right or privilege by 
virtue of any certificate issued by Commission. Id_ U.------__-_-- 

Commission held that fact that one company holds certificates from Com- 
mission authorizing it to transport gas to and sell such gas for resale in 
specified cities, does not of itself preclude Commission, upon proper show- 
ing, from authorizing another company to so transport and sell natural gas 
in same general area. Id___- 

Motion filed by City of Detroit. for “order requiring Phillips Petroleum 
Company to be made a party to proceeding and for declaration that Phil- 
lips is natural-gas company subject to Commission’s jurisdiction denied, 


since question of whether Phillips is or is not a natural-gas company could 
not properly be determined in proceeding. Id---._-...-------_------- ame 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


2. NATURAL-GAS COMPANIES—Continued 
Natural Gas Act does not apply to sales of natural gas made by pro- 
ducing company at termini of gathering lines to distributing company for 
distribution and resale in communities situated entirely within. State of 
production. The Fin-Ker Oil and Gas Production Company, Apptication 
for a Finding that Applicant is not a “Natural-Gas Company” or, in the 
Alternative, for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity______ 
Inasmuch as there is no affiliation at present time, and inquiry into rea- 
sonableness of rates of selling company must be founded upon jurisdic- 
tional determination of its status as a “natural-gas company” under 
Natural Gas Act based upon its present operations. Tennessee Gas and 
Transmission Company and The Chicago Corporation, Investigation on 
Commission’s Own Motion of the Reasonableness of Rates and Charges for 
Sale of Natural Gas Allegedly Subject to the Commission’s Jurisdiction_— 
Corporation which owns and operates, wholly within one State, 650 miles 
of high-pressure, large-diameter, natural-gas transmission pipe lines, con- 
nected with like lines of interstate natural-gas pipe-line companies, a 
purchases out-of-State gas from such companies for distribution and sé ule a 
retail within such State, is “engaged in the transportation of ni tural g 
in interstate commerce” and is, therefore, a “natural-gas company’ within 
meaning of Natural Gas Act, notwithstanding fact that it makes no sales in 
interstate commerce of natural gas for resale. The East Ohio Gas Com- 
pany; City of Ruclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, De- 
fendant ; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, 
Defendant ; City of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, 
Defendant, on Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and 
Order to Show Cause why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” 
and Why it Has Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements sa 
Commission has full jurisdiction and authority to amend, alter or modify 
any contract relating to natural-gas company’s obligations under the 
Natural Gas Act when such action becomes necessary to assure compliance 
with provisions of Act. Natural Gas Act, sections 4 (b) and 5 (a). Pan- 
handle Eastern Pipe Line Company, Michigan Gas Transmission Corpora- 
Order to Show Cause Why Resvondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company,” 
Emergency Service Rules and Regulations Effective Upon Need for Cur- 
tailment of Gas Service__-__------~- Be 
Authority of Commission to presc ribe emergency rules and regul: itions 
as classifications, rules, regulations or practices, in connection with rate 
schedule, to prevent discrimination under section 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act, 
fully sustained by decision of Supreme Court in eae Commerce Com- 
mission v. Illinois Central Railroad Co., 215 U. S. 452, where analogous au- 
thority of Interstate Commerce Commission was brought into question. 
I estan See get ce Ren rt aetna ti a ese ieee mies each asicdhehiide 
Commission has authority to amend, alter or change rate schedule provi- 
sions providing for delivery of specified quantities of gas embodied in con- 
tracts between parties since such contracts, even though entered into prior 
to enactment of. Natural Gas Act, are clearly subject to provisions of Act 
and Commission regulation in Avogst interest. (Union Dry Goods Co. v. 
Georgia Public Service Corp., 248 U. 8S. 372; Producers Transp. Co. v. Rail- 
road Commission, 251 U. S. 228.) Id- = acta dat 
Commission has authority, in case of shortage, to prov ide for reasonable 
charges to secure compensation for volumes of overrun gas taken by utility 
and to protect delivery capacity of pipe-line system by providing a deter- 
rent against taking undue excess quantities of gas (Cf. Turner Lumber 
Co. v. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 271 U. S. 259), but this method of enforcement 
would appear to be eliminated since it would involve increase in rate and 
under section 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act, Commission is prevented from or- 
dering any increase in rates in absence of filing of new schedule providing 
for such increase. Id 


See also INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 2. NATURAL GAs, TRANSMISSION AND SAI 
(b) Facilities ; JURISDICTION, 1. AccoUNTING ITEMS. 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
3. NAVIGABLE WATERS. 


Since Commission, by virtue of section 4 (d) of Federal Water Power 
Act of 1920, was vested with distribution of allotment of water of Niagara 
River permitted under treaty of 1910, any rights acquired from State of 
New York yielded to what Commission might do. (Niagara Falls Power 
Company v. Federal Power Commission, 137 F. 2d 787, 791, cert. den. 320 
U. S. 792, 815). The Niagara Falls Power Company, Application for 
Amendment of License ad L 

To suggest that, while U nited States may control actual diversion of 
water from Niagara River, it has no authority to control its use after di- 
version, because, after diversion, water becomes subject to State or private 
control even if used contrary to Federal authorization, disregards nature 
of permission given by United States to make any diversion, that being 
solely diversion for licensee’s own use for power purposes. Licensee is not 
authorized to divert water to sell to another or to supply from its diversion 
canal water claimed under any so-called State right. Id__ _. 387, 188 


4. PRODUCTION AND GATHERING. 


Natural Gas Act does not apply to sales of natural gas made by producing 
company at termini of gathering lines to distributing company for distribu- 
tion and resale in communities situated entirely within State of production. 
The Fin-Ker Oil and Gas Production Company, Application for a Finding 
that Applicant is not a “Natural-Gas Company” or, in the Alternative 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity afr > 

Commission has no jurisdiction over applicant, an independent. producer 
and gatherer doing business in only one state and neither owning nor oper- 
ating any transmission facilities of character similar to those of interstate 
pipeline company, under circumstances which show that it does not trans- 
port natural gas beyond points where gathering has been completed but 
sells such gas at arm’s-length to interstate pipe-line company which subse- 
quently transports and sells it in interstate commerce. The Commission 
considered itself controlled by its decision Jn the Matter of Columbian Fuel 
Corporation, 2 F. P. C. 240, but distinguished its decisions in Billings Gas 
Company et al., 2 F. P. C. 288, and Interstate Natural Gas wcnesntbien Ine., 3 
F .P. C. 416, 156 F. 2d 949. Id_--- ; wasuiaieel 

Natural Gas Act does not apply where person, not other rwise subject to 
jurisdiction of Commission, is engaged in production and gathering of nat- 
ural gas exclusive of its transportation in interstate commeree, making 
arm’'s-length sales of natural gas in interstate commerce only as incident to 
or upon completion of production or gathering. Id 

Inasmuch as there is no affiliation at present time, any inquiry into 1 rea- 
sonableness of rates of selling company must be founded upon jurisdiction- 
al determination of its status as a “natural-gas company” under Natural 
Gas Act based upon its present operations. Tennessee Gas and Transmis- 
sion Company and The Chicago Corporation, Investigation on Commission’ s 
Own Motion of the Reasonableness of Rates and Charges for Sale of Nat- 
ural Gas Allegedly Subject to Commission's Jurisdiction_ —_ 

Although sales in question are sales of natural gas for re reseale to ‘inter- 
state pipe-line company for transmission and sale outside of State of pro- 
duction, respondent, selling company, Chicago Corporation, held not a “nat- 
ural-gas company” within meaning of Natural Gas Act since, owning no 
transmission facilities, it is engaged primarily in production, gathering 
and processing of natural gas and delivery and sale of such gas within 
State of production at outlets of cycling plants or direct from aie into 
field or transmission lines owned by others. Id 


, fora 


5. Pusiie UTILiries. 
A fter 


careful reexamination of record in light of opinion of Supreme 
Court of United States, Commission finds it extremely doubtful that neces- 
sary finding could now properly be made that facilities at the Bristol sub- 
station are not used in local distribution. The Connecticut Light and 
Power Company, Proceedings on Remand in Conformity with the Opinion 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in The Connecticut Light and 
Power Company vy. Federal Power Commission, 324 U. S 515_- 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
6. PURCHASE PRICE OF GAS. 


No further basis exists for inquiry by hearing into reasonableness of 
rates contained in natural gas supply contract premised upon lack of arm’s- 
length dealing where basic agreement between companies not now affiliated 
(one of which, the purchaser, is a “natural-gas company”) was arrived at 
as result of arm’s-length negotiations and, although they subsequently be- 
came affiliated, the amendments made to original arm’s-length agreement 
during period of affiliation do not appear to be prejudicial to ultimate con- 
sumers. J'ennessee Gas and Transmission Company and The Chicago Cor- 
poration, Investigation on Commission’s Own Motion of the Reasonable- 
ness of Rates and Charges for Sale of Natural Gas Allegedly Subject to 
Commission’s Jurisdiction 


7. RATES. 


Rate investigation terminated as to respondent, Chicago Corporation, for 
want of jurisdiction. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company and The 
Chicago Corporation, Investigation on Commission’s Own Motion of the 
Reasonableness of Rates and Charges for Sale of Natural Gas Allegedly 
Subject to Commission’s Jurisdiction 


LICENSE. 
1. AcruaL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost oR FAIR VALUE DETERMINATION. 


Applicant is not entitled to fair value of its project as of beginning of 
license period because fair value may be allowed by Commission only when, 
as provided in section 23 (a) of Federal Power Act, applicant possesses 
other valid Federal authority for which it desires to substitute a license 
under the Act. Niagara Falls Power Company vy. Federal Power Commis- 
sion, 137 F. 2d 787, cert. den., 320 U. S. 792, 815. Metropolitan Edison Com- 
pany, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for License for Operation 
and Maintenance of Constructed Project 


2. AMENDMENT OF. 


Commission approval of application to amend existing license for hydro- 
electric project so as to include therein certain so-called water rights to be 
acquired from another corporation would be construed as implied approval 
of claim that such water rights are in existence, are valuable, and can be 
purchased. Application for license amendment denied. The Niagara 
Falls Power Company, Application for Amendment of License 

While form of petition relates only to amendment of license by striking 
out provision thereof, substance relates to contemplated acquisition of so- 
called water rights for sum in excess of $728,000. Commission will consider 
substance rather than form of petition. Id 


3. ANNUAL CHARGE, 


Commission, since 1938, has uniformly fixed January 1, 1938, as effective 
date of commencement of administrative charges required by section 10 (e) 
of Federal Power Act in order to assure that companies operating projects 
without requisite Federal authority shall at least pay their fair share of 
such administrative charges. Metropolitan Edison Company, Proceedings 
on Rehearing on Application for License for Operation and Maintenance 
of Constructed Project 


4, CHANGE oF TERMS. 


It is unnecessary to include in license a provision for reconsideration of 
reasonable rate of return (6 per cent) specified therein, pursuant to section 
10 (d) of Federal Power Act, fixed by Commission to be allowed in connec- 
tion with establishment of amortization reserves, since section 6 of Act 
expressly permits alteration of license by mutual agreement between 
licensee and Commission, including specified reasonable rate of return and 
it is unnecessary to carry duplicate provision to same effect in license. 
Metropolitan Edison Company, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for 
License for Operation and Maintenance of Constructed Project 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 
5. CoMPLIANCE WiTH TERMS. eo 





Licensee would not be complying with terms of its license if it did not use 
all of diverted water through facilities authorized as composing project. 
The Niagara Falls Power Company, Application for Amendment of License. 188 


6. CONDITION To ISSUANCE. 





Since applicant has not obtained definite financial commitments, issuance 
of license instrument delayed until these have been secured. First Iowa 
Hydro-Electric Cooperative, Further Proceedings on Application for License 
for Project No. 1858, in Conformity with the Opinion of the United States 
Supreme Court in First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative v. Federal Power 
Comsnsiaatads, SOG Ci: Ti Tetris oh indices nip hicniambeg naga 230 

















7. CONSTRUCTED PROJECTS. 


Effective date of license authorizing continued operation of a hydro- 
electric project, first placed in operation in 1904, constructed in navigable 
water of United States, should not be date applicant receives actual notice 
that federal authorization would be required since such project has been 
in trespass since original construction and license should have been ob- 
tained upon passage of Federal Water Power Act in 1920. Metropolitan 
Hdison Company, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for License for 
Operation and Maintenance of Constructed Project___----- selena tigi ondy 191 

Commission, since 1938, has uniformly fixed January 1, 1938, as effective 
date of commencement of administrative charges required by section 10 (e) 
of Federal Power Act in order to assure that companies operating projects 
without requisite Federal authority shall at least pay their fair share of 
such administrative charges. Id_ ne ee ee 191 





8. ErrectivE DATE. 











Effective date of license authorizing continued operation of hydroelectric 
project, first placed in operation in 1904, constructed in navigable water of 
United States, should not be date applicant receives actual notice that fed- 
eral authorization would be required since such project has been in tres- 
pass since original construction and license should have been obtained upon 
passage of Federal Water Power Act in 1920. Metropolitan Edison Com- 
pany, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for License for Operation 
and Maintenance of Constructed Project......................--..-... 191 


9. Factors AFFECTING ISSUANCE. 










(a) Heonomic Feasibility. 


Commission would not be warranted in authorizing an economically de- 
sirable development on superficial showing of financial ability, or where no 
tinancial house has indicated any interest and it appeared that license au- 
thorization was being sought merely for trading purposes. First Iowa 
Hydro-Electric Cooperative, Further Proceedings on Application for License 
for Project No. 1858, in Conformity with Opinion of United States Supreme 
Court in First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative v. Federal Power Com- 
mission, 828 U.S. 152_-- seit ipaecsamen sasichce testicle 230 












(b) Financial Arrangements. 


It is not function of Commission under Federal Power Act to prohibit 
construction of desirable project which applicant appears to be able to 
finance merely because complete financial arrangements have not been made, 
when as a matter of business practice such arrangements depend upon the 
license authorization initially. First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative, 
Further Proceedings on Application for License for Project No. 1853, in 
Conformity with Opinion of United States Supreme Court in First Iowa 
Hydro-Electric Cooperative v. Federal Power Commission, 328 U. 8.152... 230 

Since applicant has not obtained definite financial commitments, issuance 
of license instrument delayed until these have been secured. Id____-.._. 230 
802642—49———77 
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*JURISDICTION—Continued 
10. Nev INVESTMENT. 

Net investment in hydroelectric project as of beginning of license period 
is original cost thereof less depreciation accrued up to that time. Metro- 
: politan Edison Company, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for 
License for Operation and Maintenance of Constructed Project____-__-- 

In determination of net investment of hydroelectric project as of begin- 
ning of license period, applicant is not entitled, under section 3 (13) of 
Federal Power Act, to fair return on actual legitimate original cost, plus 
similar costs of additions and betterments before deductions for deprecia- 
tion or reserve items therein referred to are made, since depreciation in 
question is for prelicense period and every provision upon which it relies 
states that deductions from cost are to be made from excess earnings accu- 
mulated “during the period of the license.” Id 


11. OBLIGATION TO OBTAIN. 


Obligation to obtain license rests upon owner of each hydroelectric proj- 
ect operating without appropriate Federal authority in streams subject to 
jurisdiction of Congress. Metropolitan Edison Company, Proceedings on 
Rehearing on Application for License for Operation and Maintenance of 
Constructed Project 


12. PRocEDURE—SUBSTANCE OF PETITION. 


While form of petition relates only to amendment of license by striking 
out provision thereof, substance thereof relates to contemplated acquisition 
of so-called water rights for a sum in excess of $728,000. Commission will 
consider substance rather than form of petition. The Niagara Falls Power 
Company, Application for Amendment of License 


13. RATE OF RETURN. 


It is unnecessary to include in license a provision for reconsideration of 
reasonable rate of return (6 percent) specified therein, pursuant to section 
10 (d) of Federal Power Act, fixed by Commission to be allowed in connec- 
tion with establishment of amortization reserves, since section 6 of Act 
expressly permits alteration of license by mutual agreement between li- 
censee and Commission, including specified reasonable rate of return and 
it is unnecessary to carry duplicate provision to same effect in license. 
Metropolitan Edison Company, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application 
for License for Operation and Maintenance of Constructed Project : 

Reasonable rate of return which section 10 (d) of Federal Power Act 
requires to be specified in license is a long-range estimate of what Commis- 
sion believes to be reasonable rate of return over period to which it is appli- 
eable, while fair rate of return to be used in determining deductions from 
original cost of project in arriving at net investment under section 3 (13) 
may vary for different periods, will not be known until long after license 
is issued and may or may not coincide over any given period with rate of 
return specified pursuant to section 10 (d). Id 


14. TERMINATION DATE. 


Except in cases where earlier date is appropriate, June 30, 1970, is termi- 
hation date prescribed by Commission since 1938 in all licenses for con- 
structed projects operating without prior Federal authority. Metropolitan 
Edison Company, Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for License for 
Operation and Maintenance of Constructed Project__- . Soi mepintanecnt 

To grant applicant’s request for a license covering longer period than to 
1970 would be to accord a special privilege not accorded to companies which 
applied for appropriate authority at earlier date and not contemplated by 
Congress in statute limiting license period to 50 years. Id 


15. WHEN ISSUED. 


‘. Issuance of license here authorized on findings, inter alia, that proposed 
project is best adapted to comprehensive plan for improving and developing 
€edar and Mississippi Rivers for use and benefit of interstate commerce; 
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JURISDICTION—Continued 


15. WHEN IssUED—Continued 







that it appears that applicant will be able to finance cost thereof; the 
project is economically feasible if financed at reasonable rates of interest ; 

and it is manifestly in public interest to make more complete utilization 
of water resources available at site. First Iowa Hydro-Electric Coopera- 
tive, Further Proceedings on Application for License for Project No. 1853, 
in Conformity with Opinion of United States Supreme Court in First Iowa 
a a ctric Cooperative v. Federal Power Commission, 328 
BD: Fo at ences ocean ten ; tc dctgdiavdehapsl 230-231 


MONOPOLY. 



















ce CERTIFICATE OF PuspLic CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 8. EXISTING 
MARKETS. 


ATURAL GAS. 
IEXMERGENCY SERVICE RULES. 


Panhandle Eastern filed, as supplements to its rate schedules, emer- 
geney rules and regulations to govern its deliveries of natural gas when 
curtailments or interruptions of delivery became necessary. Becoming 
effective by Commission’s order of December 12, 1946 (5 F. P. C. 983), 
these emergency rules were continued in effect by Commission order until 
September 30, 1947. During public hearings in further proceedings for 
prescribing of just and reasonable emergency rules and regulations for 
winter 1947-48, conferences of participants therein were held in an effort 
to work out an agreed plan to govern curtailments. Commission found 
that it was clear from record that Panhandle Kastern’s capacity, including 
20,000 M. c. f. of Big Inch gas, would be short of maximum firm require- 
ments of distributing companies by about 73,000 M. ¢. f. per duy during 
Winter season 1947-48, based upon following uncontested evidence: (1) 
Total firm capacity of Panhandle Eastern system during 1946-47 winter 
season was 405,000 M. ¢. f. to which 20,000 M. c¢. f. was added by allotment 
from Big Inch lines; (2) 1946-47 firm requirements of distributing com- 
panies amounted to 440,000 M. c. f.; (3) Panhandle Eastern would have an 
over-all supply of 445,000 M. c. f. per day to meet 1947-48 winter peak 
loads ; (4) distributing company estimates of firm requirements increased 
by 78,000 M. ¢. f. per day as compared with last winter; (5) estimated 
interruptible load on Panhandle Eastern system approximates 80,000 
M. c. f. per day; (6) indicated result is threatened 1947-48 winter shortage 
of about 73,000 M. ¢. f. per day below anticipated maximum firm require- 
ments, thus requiring full curtailment of all interruptible loads and very 
considerable curtailment of firm loads; (7) large part of increase in firm 
requirements is result of new space heating loads added during or since 
last winter heating season; and (8) curtailment of firm loads will probably 
be required when mean daily temperatures are below 40° F. City of 
Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan v. Panhandle Eastern 
Pipe Line Company and Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation, etc., 
Proceedings Re Establishment of Temporary Emergency Service Rules 
and Regulations to be Effective Upon Need for Curtailment of Gas 
Service —— énstu 138-140 
Cc ontinuance of emergency y and probs thle recurrence of low te mperatures 
which prevailed on Septe mber 30, 1947, during balance of autumn, m: ike it 
imperative in public interest that interim emergency rules and regulations 
he established forthwith to govern situation pending completion of hear- 
ings in proceeding. Id@_.------~------ a : 140 
Plan for allocation of Panhandle’s capac ity submitted of 3 record by chair- 
man of industry committee, approved by majority thereof and acceptable 
to majority of companies distributing Panhandle Eastern gas, found to be 
fair and reasonable under conditions which would generally prevail during 
ensuing 30 to 60 days, and particularly adapted to autumn season. Id___. 141 
Plan, with clarifying modifications, in form of supplements to existing 
rate schedules, made effective from date of issuance of order 
15, 1947. Id 
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NATURAL GAS—Continued 
1. EMERGENCY SERVICE RULES—Continued 


It appearing of record that a critical gas shortage exists on natural 
gas transmission system of Panhandle Eastern because firm requirements 
of its customers are substantially in excess of its pipe-line capacity for 
coming winter, and company’s rate schedules are not uniform as to firnt 
sales and service in connection therewith and contain no provisions re- 
specting curtailment of firm service when total demands exceed pipe-line 
delivery capacity, Commission finds that, to avoid complete break-down 
in company’s pipe-line operations and prevent undue discrimination, prej- 
udice and preference among dependent customers and areas; public interest 
requires that emergency service rules and regulations to control and limit 
deliveries be established. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, Mich- 
igan Gas Transmission Corporation and Illinois Natural Gas Company, 
Proceedings Re Establishment of Emergency Service Rules and Regula- 
tions Effective Upon Need for Curtailment of Gas Service_.._.____-_- 

Commission finds that, during existing emergency gas shortage situation, 
Panhandle rate schedules on file with Commission to govern sales and 
deliveries of natural gas, subject to its jurisdiction, do not provide effec- 
tive rules to govern and control deliveries of natural gas and assure rea- 
sonable and nondiscriminatory services to utilities dependent upon it, and 
are therefore, unjust, unreasonable, unduly discriminatory and preferen- 
tial in violation of section 4 (b) of Natural Gas Act. Id ee 

Commission finds that emergency service rules and regulations for 
limitation and control during winter 1947-48 of sales and deliveries of 
natural gas from system of Panhandle Eastern when curtailment of gas 
service becomes necessary, reasonably and fairly allocate total gas supply 
available to system for coming winter; that their adoption and prescrip- 
tion are necessary for carrying out provisions of Natural Gas Act; and that 
such rules and regulations, as adopted and prescribed herein, will be just, 
reasonable and nondiscriminatory for governing such deliveries and sales 
Gutins camine Winter. 14_..............- dc 


See also Rates, 5. EMERGENCY GAS. 
NATURAL GAS COMPANIES. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND Necessity, 6. CONVEN- 
IENCE AND NECESSITY, 13. REQUIREMENTS, STATUTORY: INTERSTATE 
ComMeERcE, 2. NatruraL Gas, TRANSMISSION AND SALe IN: JuRtspre- 
TION, 2. NatrurAt Gas CoMPANIFs. 


NATURAL GAS, END USES OF. 


See INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 2. NATURAL GAS, TRANSMISSION AND SALE 
In, (a) End Use. 


NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
1. ALLOTMENT oF FLow. 


Since Commission, by virtue of section 4 (d) of Federal Water Power 
Act of 1920, was vested with distribution of allotment of water of Niagara 
River permitted under treaty of 1910, any rights acquired from State of 
New York yielded to what Commission might do. (Niagara Falls Power 
Company v. Federal Power Commission, 137 F. 2d 787, 791, cert. den., 
320 U. S. 792, 815). The Niagara Falls Power Company, Application for 
Pg ie SA OE ee ea ree : at sealife a ants led 

To suggest that, while United States may control actual diversion of 
water from Niagara River, it has no authority to control its use after 
diversion, because, after diversion, water becomes subject to State or 
private control even if used contrary to Federal authorization, disregards 
nature of permission given by United States to make any diversion, that 
being solely diversion for licensee’s own use for power purposes. Licensee 
not authorized to divert water to sell to another or to supply from its 
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diversion canal water claimed under any so-called State right. Id___.___ 187, 188 
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NAVIGABLE WATERS—Continued 
2. STATE JURISDICTION. 


A company holding no authority from United States for diversion or 
use of any water of Niagara River, a navigable water of United States, pos- 
sesses no lawful title to alleged water rights said to have originally 
attached under State law ‘to lands of predecessor in title for reason that 
there cannot be private ownership of waters of a navigable river of United 
States. United States v. Chandler-Dunbar Co., 229 U. S. 53, 66. The 
Niagara Falls Power Company, Application for Amendment of License___ 

Since the Commission, by virtue of section 4 (d) of Federal Water Power 
Act of 1920, was vested with distribution of allotment of water of Niagara 
River permitted under treaty of 1910, any rights acquired from State of 
New York yielded to what Commission might do. (Niagara Falls Power Co. 
v. Federal Power Commission, 137 F. 2d 787, 791, cert. den., 320 U. S. 
792,815). Id 


3. WATER RIGHTS, VALUE OF. 


Commission approval of application to amend existing license for a 
hydroelectric project so as to include therein certain so-called water 
rights to be acquired from another corporation would be construed as an 
implied approval of claim that such water rights are in existence, are 
valuable, and can be purchased. Application for license amendment 
denied. The Niagara Falls Power Company, Application for Amendment 
OF BGG sii cccttinitiniiches ; Be ie 

A company holding no authority from United States for diversion or use 
of any water of Niagara River, a navigable water of United States, pos- 
sesses no lawful title to alleged water rights said to have been originally at- 
tached under State law to lands of predecessor in title for reason that there 
cannot be private ownership of waters of a navigable river of United 
States. United States v. Chandler-Dunbar Co., 229 U. 8S. 53, 66. Id__---- 

Waters of Niagara River cannot be subject to private ownership after 
diversion but before use by licensee for power purposes, since licensee may, 
under its license, divert such water only for its own power purposes. Id__- 

Licensee already has right, under its license, to use 262.6 c. f. s. which 
is subject of its petition, and it would be futile for it to attempt to purchase 
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that which it already possesses to full extent of the law. Id___--------- 186, 187 


OPERATING EXPENSE 
See Rates, 8. OPERATING Costs. 
ORIGINAL COST. 


See ACCOUNTS AND ACCOUNTING, 2. Basis oF ACCOUNTING SYSTEM ; Cost, 
1. Net INVESTMENT: LIcENSE, 1. ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL Cost 
or FarR VALUE DETERMINATION. 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. APPLICATION FoR TEMPORARY AUTHORIZATION. 


Applicant’s request, after hearing, for temporary certificate authorizing 
it to proceed immediately with portion of installations involved dismissed 
since by action it has become moot. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Com- 
pany (Tennessee Gas Transmission Company), Application for Certificate 
of Public Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of 
Additions to Ezisting Natural-Gas Pipeline Facilities___._..-_.....___- 

While form of petition relates only to amendment of license by striking 
out provision thereof, substance thereof relates to contemplated acquisi- 
tion of so-called water rights for sum in excess of $728,000. Commission 
will consider substance rather than form of petition. The Niagara Falls 
Power Company, Application for Amendment of License_..-...-.--—~ ae 


3. SUSPENSION or Prorvosep Rates. 


See Rates, 17. SUSPENSION OF PRoposeD RATEs. 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
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RATES. 


1. ALLOCATION oF CosTs. 


Page 


See Rates, 8. OPERATING Costs, (a) Allocation. 
2. CONTRACTS AND SCHEDULES. 


No further basis exists for inquiry by hearing into reasonableness of 
rates contained in natural gas supply contract premised upon lack of 
arm’s-length dealing where basic agreement between companies not now 
affiliated (one of which, purchaser, is a “natural-gas company”) was 
arrived at as a result of arm’s-length negotiations and, although they subse- 
quently became affiliated, amendments made to original arm’s-length agree- 
ment during period of affiliation do not appear to be prejudicial to ultimate 
consumers. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company and The Chicago 
Corporation, Investigation on Commission’s Own Motion of the Reasonabdle- 
ness of Rates and Charges for Sale of Natural Gas Allegedly Subject to 
Commissions Jurisdiction _—- 101 


Commission has full jurisdiction and authority to amend, alter, or modify 
any contract relating to natural-gas company’s obligations under Natural 
Gas Act when such action becomes necessary to assure compliance with 
provisions of Act. Natural Gas Act, sections 4 (b) and 5 (a). Panhandle 
Eastern Pipe Line Company, Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation 
and Illinois Natural Gas Company, Proceedings Re Establishment of Emer- 
gency Service Rules and Regulations Effective Upon Need for Curtail- 
ment of Gas Service oe sith <aideatien daeiitcheasiaateaiia 203 
Authority of Commission to prescribe emergency rules and regulations 
as classifications, rules, regulations or practices, in connection with a 
rate schedule, to prevent discrimination under section 5 (a) of Natural 
Gas Act, is fully sustained by decision of Supreme Court in Interstate Com- 
merce Commission v. Illinois Central Railroad Co., 215 U. S. 452, where 
analogous authority of Interstate Commerce Commission was brought into 
I Bi intactiseestabeacaicitenti esate iain isle Ranches 204 


Commission has authority to amend, alter or change rate schedule pro- 
visions providing for delivery of specified quantities of gas embodied in 
contracts between parties since such contracts, even though entered into 
prior to enactment of Natural Gas Act, are clearly subject to the provi- 
sions of that Act and Commission regulation in public ae (Union 
Dry Goods Co. v. Georgia Public Service a 248 U. 372: Producers 
Transp. Co. v, Railroad Commission, 251, U. S, 228). a Se ae. tae 


3. DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION. 


Claimed transportation cost allowance for amortization of portion of 
transmission system disallowed where recorded accrued depreciation plus 
future annual depreciation will be adequate to return all of respondent's 
cost of utility plant. Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana- 
Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Rehearing of Commission Order of 
March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Com- 
merce ___- aoe 

Depreciation expense of 3 percent per annum on all deprec iable pli int, the 
current rate being used by the company, allowed, with understanding that 
such rate would continue to be used in the future. Tennessee Gas and 
Transmission Company, Proceeding on Investigation Instituted by Commis- 
sion into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company__-_- 115 

In allowing 3 percent rate of depreciation, it was understood that reserve 
provided by this rate, together with reserve as at September 30, 1946, 
would be deducted from original cost in determination of net investment in 
future proceedings. Id anna: | ae 


t 
~ 


See also DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION, 1. LICENSED PROJECT. 
4. DISCRIMINATION. 


An agreement between a natural gas pipe-line company and a distributing 
company which provides for a variable decrease in volume of gas required 
to be delivered on firm basis under filed rate schedule, where determination 
of volumes to be delivered about 25,000 M. c. f. rests in sole discretion of sup- 
plier, would have effect of charging firm service rates for natural gas which 





~ 
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RATES—Continued 


4. DISCRIMINATION—Continued 


is not firm, thereby charging distributor higher rates than those demanded 
from others for service subordinate to firm service. Panhandle Eastern 
Pipe Line Company, Proceeding on Suspension of Supplement to Rate Sched- 
ule Relating to Change in Natural-Gas Service ____- a a Raa 

Commission finds that, during existing emergency gas shortage situation, 
Panhandle rate schedules on file with the Commission to govern sales and 
deliveries of natural gas, subject to its jurisdiction, do not provide effec- 
tive rules to govern and control deliveries of natural gas and assure reason- 
able and nondiscriminatory services to utilities dependent upon it, and are 
therefore unjust, unreasonable, unduly discriminatory and preferential in 
violation of section 4 (b) of Natural Gas Act. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 
Line Company, Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation and Illinois Natural 
Gas Company, Proceedings Re Establishment of Emergency Service Rules 
and Regulations Effective Upon Need for Curtailment of Gas Service____-- 


5. EMERGENCY GAS. 


Temporary emergency arrangement allowed to become effective to make 
available to Panhandle Eastern by displacement through Ohio Fuel, since 
there is no direct connection between Panhandle Eastern and the Big 
Inch lines, 20,000 M. c.f. per day of Big Inch gas previously allocated to 
Panhandle by Commission in order to relieve shortage in its system. Ohio 
Fuel agreed, provided not required to bear resulting excess cost, to accept 
through existing connection that quantity from Big Inch instead of Pan- 
handle Eastern, thereby relieving latter’s system to that extent. Bene- 
fited customers of Panhandle Eastern purchasing on interruptible basis 
agreed to pay emergency surcharge covering excess cost. City of Detroit, 
Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Company and Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation, etc., Investigation 
on Complaint and Commission's Own Motion of Rates Charged for Sale of 
Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce ‘ shedaek 

Supplemental rate schedules filed by Panhandle to enable it to recoup 
from customer companies the difference between rates at which it would 
deliver gas to such customers from its own system, if it were available, 
and higher rates it must pay for such gas delivered to it by displacement 
through Ohio Fuel, permitted to become effective retroactively, even though 
they provide for an increase in rates, which, however, is relatively minor 
in magnitude, nonrecurring and involves industrial gas only. That ar- 
rangements embodied in schedules will further ameliorate shortage of 
supply in area served by Panhandle, is of greater importance. Id 


See also NATURAL GAs, 1. EMERGENCY SERVICE RULES. 
6. INCREASE IN. 


Commission has authority, in case of shortage, to provide for reasonable 
charges to secure compensation for volumes of over-run gas taken by 
utility and to protect delivery capacity of pipeline system by providing de- 
terrent against taking undue excess quantities of gas (Cf. Turner Lumber 
Co. v. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co., 271 U. S. 259), but this method of enforcement 
would appear to be eliminated since it would involve an increase in rate 
and, under section 5 (a) of Natural Gas Act, Commission is prevented from 
ordering any increase in rates in absence of filing of new schedule pro- 
viding for such increase. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company, Michi- 
gan Gas Transmission Corporation and Illinois Natural Gas Company, Pro- 
ceedings Re Establishment of Emergency Service Rules and Regulations 
Effective Upon Need for Curtailment of Gas Service 


7. JURISDICTION. 


Rate investigation terminated as to respondent, Chicago Corporation, 
for want of jurisdiction. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company and 
The Chicago Corporation, Investigation on Commission's Own Motion 
of the Reasonableness of Rates and Charges for Sale of Natural Gas 
Allegedly Subject to Commission’s Jurisdiction 


See also JURISDICTION, 2. NATURAL GAS COMPANIES. 
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RATES—Continued 
8. OPERATING Costs. 
(a) Allocation. 


Allocations of administrative and general expense to transportation cost 
based on book records and use of recognized methods usually employed in 
allocating such expense items on basis of supervised expenditures, accepted 
as correct and proper allowance. Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant 
v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Rehearing of Commis- 
sion Order of March 22, 1946, Firing Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in Inter- 
UD, ca are aca ra ticcenneiceahentvarhicasennierindindsmancnesinionaindan aabataesomamans 

Allocations to transportation operations of a portion of expense formerly 
charged to production, distribution, and commercial expenses, admittedly 
at variance with judgment and determination of department heads familiar 
with expenditures at time incurred and charged, rejected. Id _-.--------- 


(b) Depreciation and Depletion. 


Claimed transportation cost allowance for amortization of portion of 
transmission system disallowed where recorded accrued depreciation plus 
future annual depreciation will be adequate to return all of respondent’s 
cost of utility plant. Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana- 
Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Rehearing of Commission Order of 
March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Com- 
Me io ee BPs a as ee De 

Depreciation expense of 3 percent per annum on all depr eciable plant, 
the current rate being used by the company, allowed, with understanding 
that such rate would continue to be used in the future. Tennessee Gas and 
Transmission Company, Proceeding on Investigation Instituted by Com- 
mission into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company_-_-__- 


(c) Maintenance. 
















































































Expenditures for pipe-line rehabilitation, involving replacement of units 
of property are capital replacements and not maintenance expense charge- 
able to operating expenses as deferred maintenance. Mondakota Gas Com- 
pany, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Re- 
hearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for Sale of 
Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


(d) Production Expenses. 


Allocations to transportation operations of portion of expense formerly 
charged to production, distribution, and commercial expenses, admittedly 
at variance with judgment and determination of department heads familiar 
with expenditures at time incurred and charged, rejected. Mondakota Gas 
Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Oo., Defendant, Upon 
Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Fiving Rates for Sale 
of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


(e) Tages. 


Claim for Federal income taxes allowable to gas transmission cost re- 
duced when it represented portion of total estimated tax on income from 
all company’s operations, allocated without determination of proper return 
or reasonableness of rates respecting operations other than transportation 
operations. Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant vy. Montana-Dakota 
Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 
1946, Fivng Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce________ 

The allowance of State income taxes included in cost of transportation 
service reduced to amount based on income tax payable to States where 
earnings were limited to 6 percent return on rate base investment in those 
NS PE i ec el ccna cine ern le nee eS 


(f) Transportation. 


Allocations of administrative and general expense to transportation cost 
based on book records and use of recognized methods usually employed in 
allocating such expense items on basis of supervised expenditures, accepted 
as correct and proper allowance. Mondakota Gas Company, Complainant 
v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Rehearing of Commis- 
sion Order of March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in 
ee sittin hia 
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RATES—Continued 
8. OPERATING Costs—Continued 


Allocations to transportation operations of portion of expense formerly 
charged to production, distribution and commercial expenses, admittedly 
at variance with judgment and determination of department heads familiar 
with expenditures at time incurred and charged, rejected. Td_- 

Claim for increased allowance for transmission expenses disallowed 
where evidence fails to establish that increased compressor station labor 
and operating costs enter into total transmission expense. Id 

Certain accounting data relating to cost of transportation of natural gas 
from Ohio River to city of Cleveland of use in connection with former rate 
controversy, now settled, required to be filed under sections § (b) and 6 (b) 
of Natural Gas Act, since such data will be useful when further rate con- 
troversy develops, and can readily be made current. Such data also re- 
quired under Commission’s general accounting orders issued under sections 
8 (a), 10 (a), and 16 for installation of uniform system of accounts, re- 
classifications and original cost determination, and annual and statistical 
reports. Cf. Re The Hast Ohio Gas Company, 1 F. P. C. 586, 592-595, of 
similar objections earlier advanced. The East Ohio Gas Company; City of 
Euclid, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; City of 
Cleveland, Complainant v. The Bast Ohio Gas Company, Defendant; City 
of Lakewood, Complainant v. The East Ohio Gas Company, Defendant, On 
Rehearing of Consolidated Proceedings on Complaints and Order to Show 
Cause Why Respondent is not a “Natural-Gas Company, and Why it Has 
Failed to Comply with Accounting Requirements______--__--_----------- 


9. PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 


(a) Cooperative Procedure. 


The agreement between representatives of Commission and company as 
to proper rate reduction, and consequent acceptance by Commission for 
filing of rate schedules to reflect that reduction, will result in substantial 


savings in time and money which might have been expended incident to 
extended formal hearings. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, 
Proceeding on Investigation Instituted by Commission into Reasonableness 
of Rates of Natural-Gas Company 

Plan for allocation of Panhandle’s capacity submitted of record by ec +hair- 
man of industry committee, approved by majority thereof and acceptable 
to majority of companies distributing Panhandle Eastern gas, found to be 
fair and reasonable under conditions which will generally prevail during 
ensuing 30 to 60 days, and particularly adapted to autumn season. City 
of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan v. Panhandle Hastern 
Pipe Line Company and Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation, etc., Pro- 
ceedings Re Establishment of Temporary Emergency Service Rules and 
Regulations to be Effective Upon Need for Curtailment of Gas Service___- 


(b) Order. 


Rate investigation terminated as to respondent, Chicago Corporation, for 
want of jurisdiction. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company and 
The Chicago Corporation, Investigation on Commission’s Own Motion 
of the Reasonableness of Rates and Charges for Sale of Natural Gas 
Allegedly Subject to Commission’s Jurisdiction 


(c) Suspension Proceeding. 


Though Commission would not ordinarily consider disposition of sus- 
pension proceeding without hearing, supplement, by its terms providing 
for change in service without corresponding change in rates and charges, 
permitted to become effective without hearing in view of temporary nature 
of proposed change and fact that pressing emergency supply situation 
on pipe line company’s system requires an immediate determination of 
natural gas requirements of its customers. The reduced deliveries pro- 
vided would be curtailed under emergency service rules and regulations 
previously accepted by Commission. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Com- 
pany, Proceeding on Suspension of Supplement to Rate Schedule Relating 
Sp CHES Ge Fr ici ietssinsinsninntit 
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RATES—Continued 
9, PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 


Suspension proceeding terminated and Commission’s order of March 31, 
1945, in docket No. G-620, 4 F. P. C. 263, 273, granting certificate of public 
convenience and necessity, modified so as to permit pipe line company to 
make deliveries in accordance with supplemental rates schedule. Id 


10. RATE BASE, 
(a) Depreciation and Depletion. 


In allowing 3 percent rate of depreciation, reserve provided by this 
rate, together with reserve as at September 30, 1946, to be deducted from 
original cost in determination of net investment in future proceedings. 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, Proceeding on Investigation 
Instituted by Commission into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas 
Cais seh cig Bcs oes) aie tate ea seeped Siemabeecekel = 3 oa es 


(b) Deferred Construction. 


Expenditures for pipe line rehabilitation, involving replacement of units 
of property are capital replacements and not maintenance expense charge- 
able to operating expenses as deferred maintenance. Mondakota Gas 
Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co.. Defendant, Upon 
Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for the 
Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


(ec) Exploration and Development Exrpense. 


Repressuring program involving utilization of natural gas underground 
storage reservoir held not change of operating conditions warranting 
modification of Commission’s rate order when transportation of natural 
gas in area was not prevented and rendition of transportation service “by 
exchange or displacement” was contemplated by such order. Mondakota 
Gas Company, Complainant v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, 
Upon Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Fiving Rates 
for Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce oe ea ee 


(d) Gas purchase Contracts. 


No further basis exists for inquiry by hearing into reasonableness of 
rates contained in natural gas supply contract premised upon lack of 
arm’s-length dealing where basic agreement between companies not now 
affiliated (one of which, the purchaser, is a “natural-gas company”) was 
arrived at as result of arm’s-length negotiations and, although subse- 
quently affiliated, amendments were made to original arm’s-length agree- 
ment during period of affiliation do not appear to be prejudicial to ultimate 
consumers. Tennessee Gas and Transmission and The Chicago Corpora- 
tion, Investigation on Commission’s Own Motion of the Reasonabdleness 
of Rates and Charges for Sale of Natural Gas Allegedly Subject to Com- 
mission's Jurisdiction 


(e) Replacements, Capital. 


Expenditures for pipe line rehabilitation, involving replacement of units 
of property are capital replacements and not maintenance expense charge- 
able to operating expenses as deferred maintenance. Mondakota Gas 
Company, Complainant vy. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon 
Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Fiving Rates for Sale 
of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


(f) Working Capital. 


Working capital computed in accordance with Commission’s established 
practice, namely, one-eighth of cash operating expenses, exclusive of in- 
come taxes and purchased gas, plus average materials and supplies on 
hand. Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, Proceeding on Investi- 
gation Instituted by Commission into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural- 
Gas Company 
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RATES—Continued 
11. Rate oF RETURN. 


Common carrier transportation rate previously determined held ade- 
quate when applied to estimated volumes of gas transported which pro- 
duces estimated revenue in each year equal to or greater than estimated 
cost of service for such years, inclusive of 6 percent return on net invest- 
ment devoted to such service. Mondakota Gus Company, Complainant v 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Defendant, Upon Rehearing of Commission 
Order of March 22, 1946, Fixing Rates for Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate 
Commerce — 

Repressuring program involving utilization of natural gas under ‘ground 
storage reservoir held not changee of operating conditions warranting 
modification of Commission’s rate order when transportation of natural 
gas in area not prevented and rendition of transportation service “by 
exchange or displacement” contemplated by such order. Id_- - 

Six percent used as allowable rate of return. Tennessee Gas and Trans- 
mission Company, Proceeding on Investigation Instituted by Commission 
into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas Company__- . 

Commission, since 1938, has uniformly fixed January 1, 1938, a as effective 
date of commencement of administrative charges required by section 
10 (e) of Federal Power Act in order to assure that companies operating 
projects without requisite federal authority shall at least pay their fair 
share of such administrative charges. Metropolitan Edison Company, 
Proceedings on Rehearing on Application for License for Operation and 
Maintenance of Constructed Project- 


It is unnecessary to include in license provision for reconsideration “of 
reasonable rate of return (6 percent) specified therein, pursuant to section 
10 (d) of Federal Power Act, fixed by Commission to be allowed in connec- 
tion with establishment of amortization reserves, since section 6 of Federal 
Power Act expressly permits alteration of license by mutual agreement 
between licensee and Commission, including specified reasonable rate of 
return and it is unnecessary to carry a duplicate provision to same effect 


in license. Id oaks i ‘ina ees ne fos 


12. Rate Structure. 


Commission stated that applicant's proposed block-type rate structure, 
claimed to give consumers full benefit of storage features of its project, 
should be given further study; and conditioned order upon applicant's 
submitting schedule of rates satisfactory in form to Commission within 
six months from issuance of certificate. Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line 
Company, Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__ 


13. REDUCTION OF RATES. 


Though, during test period. system operated at 97.8 percent load factor, 
it was concluded that a more normal load factor for future was 95 percent 
and upon that basis rate reduction amounted to approxmiately $850,000. 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, Proceeding on Investigation 
Instituted by Commission into Reasonableness of Rates of Natural-Gas 
Company ~ — a . 

Agreement between representatives of C ommission and company as to 
proper rate reduction, and consequent acceptance by Commission for filing 
of rate schedules to reflect that reduction, would result in substantial 
savings in time and money which might have been expended incident to 
extended formal hearings. Id 


14. REPLACEMENTS, CAPITAL. 


Expenditures for pipe-line rehabilitation, involving replacement of units 
of property are capital replacements and not maintenance expense charge- 
able to operating expenses as deferred maintenance. J/ondakota Gas Com- 
pany. Complainant v. Mentana-Dakota Utilities Co.. Defendant, Upon 
Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Firing Rates for Sale 
of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce 


15. STORAGE OF GAS. 


See Rates, 19. UNpbERGROUND STORAGE. 
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RATES—Continued 


FEDERAL 


16. SURCHARGE, EMERGENCY. 


POWER COMMISSION 


Temporary emergency arrangement allowed to become effective to make 
available to Panhandle Eastern by displacement through Ohio Fuel, since 
there is no direct connection between Panhandle Eastern and Big Inch 


lines, 20,000 M. c. f. per day of Big Inch ga 
handle by Commission in order to relieve shortage in its system. 
agreed, provided it is not required to bear 


Fuel 


basis agreed to pay emergency surcharge covering excess cost. 


Detroit, 


stigation 


on 


Complaint and Cr 


ymmission’s 


S previously allocated to Pan- 


Ohio 


resulting excess cost, to 
accept through an existing connection that quantity from Big Inch instead 
of Panhandle Eastern, thereby relieving latter’s system to that extent. 
Benefited customers of Panhandle Eastern purchasing on interruptible 


Own 


Charged for Sale of Natural Gas in Intersiate Commerce 


customer 


City of 


Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan v. Panhandle Eastern 
Pipe Line Company and Michigan Gas Transmission Corporation, 
Votion 


etc., 
of Rates 








niesenes, APR 


Supplemental rate schedules filed by Panhandle to enable it to recoup 
from 


companies difference between rates at which it would 


gas to such customers from its own system, 


if it were 


available, 


and higher rates it must pay for such gas delivered to it by displacement 
through Ohio Fuel, permitted to become “effec tive retroactively, even though 
they provide for an increase in rates, which, however, is relatively minor in 


magnitude, nonrecurring and involves industrial gas only. 


That arrange- 


ments embodied in schedules will further ameliorate shortage of supply 


in area served 
3t: 


by 


2anhandle is of greater importance. 
SUSPENSION OF PROPOSED RATES. 


Id_- 


Though Commission would not ordinarily consider disposition of sus- 
pension proceeding without hearing, supplement, by its terms providing 
for a change in service without a corresponding change in rates and 


charges, 


permitted to become effective without hearing in view 


y of tem- 


porary nature of proposed change and fact that pressing emergency supply 
situation on pipeline company’s system requires immediate determination 
of natural gas requirements of its customers. 


vided would be curtailed under emergency service rules and 


previously accepted by Commission. 
pany, Proceeding on Suspension of Supplement to Rate Schedule Relating 


to Change in Natural-Gas Service 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe 


Reduced deliveries pro- 


Suspension proceeding terminated and ( ‘ommission’ s order 


1945, in docket No. G-620,-4 F. P. C. 263, 


regulations 
Line Com- 


of March 31, 


273, granting certificate of public 


convenience and necessity, modified so as to permit pipeline company to 


make deliveries in accordance with supplemental rate schedule. 


18. Test PeRrtop. 


a ae 


Though, during test period, pipeline system operated at 97.8 percent load 
factor, it was concluded that more normal load factor for future was 95 
percent and upon that basis rate reduction amounted to approximately 


$850,000. 


Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, 


Proceeding on In- 


vestigation Instituted by Commission into Reasonableness of Rates of 


Natural-Gas Company 


19. UNDERGROUND STORAGE. 


Repressuring program involving utilization of natural gas underground 
storage reservoir held not change of operating conditions warranting 
modification of Commission’s rate order when transportation of natural 
gas in area was not prevented and rendition of transportation service “by 


exchange or displacement” was contemplated by such order. 
Gas Company, Complainant v. 


Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., 


Mondakota 
Defendant, 


Upon Rehearing of Commission Order of March 22, 1946, Firing Rates for 
Sale of Natural Gas in Interstate Commerce___------------------------- 


RETURN. 


See LIcENSE, 


2 


wv. 


RATE OF RETURN; 


SERVICE, EMERGENCY. 


See NaTurat Gas, 1. EMERGENCY Service RutLes, RATEs, 


GAs. 


RATEs, 11. 


Rate OF RETURN. 


5. EMERGENCY 


122 


113 


113 


116 
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SERVICE, REQUEST FOR. 
See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 1. ALLOCATION 
OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. , 
SHORTAGE. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 1. ALLOCATION 
OF PIPELINE CAPACITY. 


SURCHARGE. 

See RaTEs, 16. SURCHARGES, EMERGENCY. 
TAXES. 

See Rates, 8. OPpeRaTine Costs, (e) Taves. 
TRANSPORTATION COST. 

See Rates, 8. Operating Costs, (f) Transportation. 
UNDERGROUND STORAGE. 

See Rates, 19. UNDERGROUND STORAGE. 
WATER RIGHTS. 

See NAVIGABLE WATERS, 3. WATER RIGHTS, VALUE OF. 
WATERS. 

See NAVIGABLE WATERS. 
WORKING CAPITAL, 

See Rates, 10. Rate Base, (f) Working Capital. 








INDEX-DIGEST 
INTERMEDIATE DECISIONS WHICH HAVE BECOME 


FINAL 








INDEX-DIGEST TO INTERMEDIATE DECISIONS WHICH HAVE 
BECOME FINAL 


ABANDONMENT 


Election by another natural-gas company not to become party to proceed- 
ing does not constitute estoppel or forfeiture of legal rights nor does it 
constitute action required under section 7 (b) of Natural Gas Act, which 
prohibits abandonment of service without approval of Commission. Inter- 
state Gas Company and Cities Service Gas Company, Joint Application for 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity___--~~- 

In proceeding under section 7 (b) of Natural Gas Act, abandonment of 
facilities interconnected with and lying south of applicant’s Drumright 
(Oklahoma) compressor station used in transportation and sale for resale 
of natural gas in interstate commerce permitted on findings that supply of 
natural gas available to those facilities is becoming depleted to extent that 
continuance of service therefrom is unwarranted ; that applicant’s rates or 
its ability to maintain proper service elsewhere on its system will not be 
adversely affected ; that only services rendered directly from such facilities 
have been adequately provided for: and that present and future public 
convenience permit such abandonment. Cities Service Gas Company, Ap- 
plication for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity and for Per- 
mission and Authority to Abandon Facilities _—~ 275-277 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 
1. CONDITION To ISSUANCE. 


It is unnecessary, in a certificate of public convenience and necessity, to 
require by special condition that which is already required to be done. 
Interstate Gas Company and Cities Service Gas Company, Joint Applica 
tion for Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity 

In certificate proceeding under section 7 (c) of Natural Gas Act, it is not 
reasonable regulatory policy to compel company which has applied for 
authority to install additional compressor units in its existing pipe-line 
system to operate its plant on basis of subnormal operating facilities by 
forcing it to chart its normal operations on an emergency basis. Kansas- 
Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Application for Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions 
to Ezisting Pipe-Line Facilities 


2. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


Certificate of public convenience and necessity issued to applicant, a 
“natural-gas company” within meaning of Natural Gas Act, engaged in 
purchase of natural gas in Kansas and interstate transportation and 
wholesale and retail sale and distribution thereof in Kansas and Nebraska, 
authorizing construction, maintenance and operation of approximately 47 
miles of 6-inch pipe line interconnecting two of its presently existing trans- 
mission lines in State of Nebraska, on findings that (a) proposed line will 
be financed out of current funds; (b) applicant proposes to continue exist- 
ing rates; (c) gas reserves from which applicant now procures its gas and 
from which it intends to supply the markets to be served by proposed 
facilities now exceed its reserves as they are shown in records of earlier 
proceedings before Commission; (d) applicant will be unable to meet in- 
creased demands on presently existing line serving growing alfalfa dehy- 
dration industry without increasing capacity of that line; (a) natural gas 
is only fuel that can be used competitively for dehydration purposes; (f) 
installation of proposed line is most convenient and economical w: ay in 
which needed capacity can be obtained; (g) applicant is able and willing 
1165 
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properly to do the acts and perform the service proposed and to conform 
to Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of Commission; and (h) 
proposed construction and operation are required by public convenience 
and necessity. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Proceeding 
on Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity_... 240-2 

There was no evidence that laying of 30 miles of proposed pipe line above 
ground will increase hazards attendant upon gas pipe lines, but in some 
respects such a method of construction will result in lessening of such 
Gamgera. BGs ctsnns eS tatalevanaomekewid 

( ‘ert ifics ite issued to applic ant, a “natural-gi is company’ * within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act engaged in transportation and sale for resale of natural 
gas in interstate commerce, authorizing construction and operation of sales 
meter station and 200 feet of 83-inch pipe line extending from es 
24-inch main gas transmission pipe line to point at which deliveries of ga 
purchased by applicant in Texas are to be made to Kentucky Utilities Com- 
pany, Inc., near Danville, Kentucky, on findings that (a) purchasing dis- 
tributor proposes to substitute natural gas for manufactured gas it now 
supplies to Danville consumers; (b) requirements estimated to be 29,220 
M. ec. f. for 1947 increasing to 119,000 M. ¢. f. by 1951; (c) increased gas 
reserves established in dockets Nos. G-678 and G-701 (5,000 M. ¢. f. per 
day allotted therefrom to sales in State of Kentucky) will enable applicant 
to meet demands of existing and proposed new consumers; (d) conversion 
of distributor from manufactured to natural gas will assure an adequate 
and efficient supply, effect great savings in operating cost of distributing 
company, and enable it to reduce existing rates. approximately 50 percent 
and amortize the conversion cost at rate of: ahout $54)00 a rear; (e) people 
of Danville through their Mayor and Chamber of Commerce urge proposed 
conversion authorized by Public Service Commission of Kentucky; (f) ap- 
plicant is able and willing properly to do acts and perform service proposed 
and to conform to Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of Commis- 
sion; and (g) proposed construction and operation of facilities, and sale of 
natural gas are required by public convenience and necessity. Tennessee 
Gas and Transmission Company, er ation for Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity ic ee te ee 244-H46 

Certifieate tssued to applicant, a “natural- -gas company’ * within mean- 
ing of Natural Gas Act engaged in transportation and sale for resale of 
natural gas in interstate commerce, authorizing it to construct and operate 
approximately 100 miles of transmission pipe line extending from La Mesa, 
Colorado, to Cheyenne, Wyoming, and appurtenant facilities, on findings 
that (a) proposed pipe line will be interconnected at several points with 
applicant’s existing Colorado-Wyoming line which it will supplement and 
furnish an additional route for transportation of gas from Denver area to 
Cheyenne, Wyo.; (b) additional pipe-line capacity is necessary to enable 
applicant to supply existing demand which it was unable to meet during 
1946-47 and the future demand of an expanding population, educational 
institutions and industry; (c) adequate supplies of gas will be available 
from sources controlled by Colorado Interstate in Hugoton Field in Kan- 
sas; (d) early completion of portion of line will enable its use for storage 
purposes during winter 1947-48 providing supply to meet critical peak 
demands; (e) facilities will be constructed under contract and financed 
principally through loans from insurance companies; (f) applicant does 
not plan to increase rates; (g) proposed facilities will permit greatly in- 
creased deliveries to Cheyenne area where problem of deliveries is most 
critical; (h) state and municipal authorities have urged that certificate be 
granted; and (i) applicant is able and willing properly to do acts and to 
perform service proposed and to conform to provisions of Natural Gas Act 
and requirements, rules, and regulations of Commission thereunder. Colo- 
rado-Wyoming Gas Company, Application for Certificate of Public Con- 
venience and Necessity___------_--_ = 
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Certificate issued authorizing applicant, Interstate Gas Company, to sell 
and applieant, Cities, Service Gas Company, to acquire and operate certain 
transmission pipe lines and appurtenant facilities of seller previously oper- 
ated under certificate from Commission on findings that (a) both appli- 
eants are “natural-gus companies’ within meaning of Natural Gas Act; 
(b) Cities Service owns and operates a large integrated pipe-line system 
which is equipped to maintain and operate facilities proposed to be trans- 
ferred ; (c) line pressures ean be maintained by Cities Service in interest of 
efficient service and public safety better than by Interstate; (d) facilities 
are now and will continue to be used to transport and sell for resale natural 
gas in interstate commerce; (e) Cities Service can pay from its own funds 
the $90,000 estimated cost of acquisition ; (f) applicants are able and willing 
properly to do acts and perform service and to conform to provisions of 
Act and requirements, rules and regulations of Commission thereunder and 
that proposed sale and acquisition and operation is required by present 
and future public convenience and necessity. Jnterstate Gas Company 
and Cities Service Gas Company, Joint Application for Certificate of Public 
Convenicnee and Necessity__-—-— 25 


A contention that public convenience and nece ssity require construction 
and operation of connecting pipe line so that applicant, Cities Service, can 
be substituted for Panhandle Eastern in rendering gas service to towns 
now served by latter because Cities Service could provide slightly lower 
rates, is based upon hypothesis that such transfer of natural gas service 
of supply is at issue in proceeding. Since Panhandle is not a party and has 
not been heard, hypothesis is false and reasoning violative of most funda- 
mental concept of adjudication. Id ate 

Applicant sought certificate for construe tion and operation of new one- 
mile pipe line interconnecting its main transmission line with pipe line au- 
thorized to be acquired to enable it to serve towns now being served by 

‘anhandle Eastern pursuant to its currently effective rate schedule under 
which it is selling gas to applicant, Interstate, which rate schedules the 
latter. by notice to Panhandle, sought to tertainate as of date of completion 
of interconnection ig to be authorized, though Panhandle is not 
party to proceeding. Id ne 

Public convenience and necessity.does not require e onstruc tion and. oper- 
ation of one-mile connecting pipe line by applicant, so that it can be sub- 
stituted for Panhandle Eastern in rendering natural gas service to towns 
now served by latter, since applicant has proposed that it will continue to 
take gas from Panhandle to serve those towns until, in a proper proceeding, 
it presents proof that Panhandle is willing to discontinue such service. 
Id = ‘ ; 257 


Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas S$ comps ny’ w ithin meaning 
of Natural Gas Act, authorizing construction, maintenance, and operation 
of certain additional compressor units, ete., and installation, relocation, 
and operation of others, on findings that (a) applicant has sufficient market 
demands for additional gas to require use of proposed additional equip- 
ment; (b) estimated construction costs are both reasonable and adequate; 
(c) proposed additions will be financed by sale of common and preferred 
stock pursuant to authorization from Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion; (d) resulting estimated net income is more than adequate and will 
have no adverse effect upon existing earnings, rates, and services; (e) 
applicant has gas reserves assuring it of a supply for over 25 years on 
annual take of 20 million M. c. f.: and (f) applicant is able and willing 
properly to do acts and to perform service proposed and to conform to 
provisions of Natural Gas Act and requirements, rules and regulations 
of Commission thereunder. Aansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., 
Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for Con- 


struction and Operation of Additions to Existing Pipe-Line facilities_.__. 267-268 





1168 FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE, ETC.—Continued 
2. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY—Continued 


Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act operating existing interstate pipe-line system for trans- 
portation and sale for resale of natural gas in interstate commerce, author- 
izing construction and operation of additional pipe-line facilities on findings 
that (a) it is necessary for applicant to provide means of bringing from 
“West Side” of its system to “East Side” sufficient volumes of gas from new 
sources to offset rapidly dwindling supply south of Drumright compressor 
station to prevent threatened shortage in Kansas City area; (b) existing 
cross line is now operating at pipe-line capacity; (c) applicant’s gas sup- 
plies are adequate; (d) applicant is able to finance proposed facilities out 
of funds on hand; (e) operation of proposed facilities are not expected 
to adversely affect applicant’s rates; (f) applicant is able and willing 
properly to do acts and perform service proposed and to conform to 
Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of Commission; and (g) pro- 
posed construction and operation are required by public convenience and 
necessity. Cities Service Gas Company, Application for Certificate of 
Public Convenience and ‘Necessity and for Permission and Authority to 
Abandon Facilities 272-274 

In proceeding under section 7 (c) of Natural Gas Act, certificate issued 
to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning of Natural Gas Act, 
authorizing construction and operation of loop lines and compressor units 
constituting further (see opinion in docket G—713, 5 F. P. C. 206) addi- 
tions to applicant’s existing interstate pipe-line system, on findings that (a) 
proposed facilities will connect existing and authorized sections of pipe line 
parallel to applicant's original 22-inch line, providing two separate main 
pipe lines operated as integral part of applicant’s natural gas transmission 
system and utilized for transportation and sale of gas in interstate com- 
merce for resale; (b) proposed additional facilities will increase estimated 
daily sales capacity of applicant’s system by additional 83,000 M. ec. f. to 
total of 266,000 M. c. f. and are adequate to render service proposed; (c) 
applicant has market for much more gas than it can possibly transport 
through its presently authorized system; (d) customers exist in territory 
served by applicant who can reasonably be expected to use all of gas which 
would be transported by facilities involved; (e) applicant’s gas supply is 
adequate to meet requirements of service to be rendered by proposed 
facilities; (f) estimated construction cost of $13,654,140 is adequate and 
reasonable; (g) applicant is able to finance proposed construction; (h) 
though applicant’s rates will remain unchanged, average cost to purchasers 
for resale will increase slightly and to direct customers will decrease some- 
what, both changes being due to changes in load factor; (i) proposed con- 
struction and operation are required by present and future public con- 
venience and necessity. In view of pressing demand there was danger that 
withholding of authorization until assurance could be secured as to likely 
date of delivery of pipe required might materially and injuriously delay 
time when increasing demands could be met. Mississippi River Fuel Cor- 
poration, Application for Ceritficate of Public Convenience and Neces- 
sity 283-288 

Evidence offered by intervening coal miners, producers, and merchants 
did not show, but only assumed, that displacement of coal by natural gas 
will result in equivalent loss to them, nor did it show that proposed use 
to which additional gas will be put is uneconomical or contrary to public 
interest. Re Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, 5 F. P. C. 206, 213-215, 
followed. Id 


3. EVIDENCE AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF. 


Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act, engaged in purchase of natural gas in Kansas and inter- 
state transportation and wholesale and retail sale and distribution thereof 
in Kansas and Nebraska, authorizing construction, maintenance and opera- 
tion of approximately 47 miles of 6-inch pipe line interconnecting two of its 
presently existing transmission lines in State of Nebraska, on findings that 
(a) proposed line will be financed out of current funds; (b) applicant pro- 
poses to continue existing rates ; (c) gas reserves from which applicant now 
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procures its gas and from which it intends to supply markets to be served 
by proposed facilities now exceed its reserves as they are shown in records 
of earlier proceedings before Commission; (d) applicant will be unable 
to meet increased demands on presently existing line serving growing al- 
falfa dehydration industry without increasing capacity of that line; (e) 
natural gas is only fuel that can be used competitively for dehydration pur- 
poses; (f) installation of proposed line is most convenient and economical 
way in which needed capacity can be obtained; (g) applicant is able and 
willing properly to do acts and perform service proposed and to conform 
to Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of Commission; and (h) pro- 
posed construction and operation are required by public convenience and 
necessity. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Proceeding on 
Application for Cortificate of Public Convenience and Necessity___.____-_. 240-241 
There was no evidence that laying of 30 miles of proposed line above 
ground will increase hazards attendant upon gas pipe lines, but in some re- 
spects such a method of construction will result in lessening of such 
dangers. Id_- : ee evita sine ceceg uci neES 240 
Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act engaged in transportation and sale for resale of natural 
gas in interstate commerce, authorizing construction and operation of sales 
meter station and 200 feet of 3-inch pipe line extending from applicant’s 24- 
inch main gas transmission pipe line to a point at which deliveries of gas 
purchased by applicant in Texas are to be made to Kentucky Utilities Com- 
pany, Inc., near Danville, Kentucky, on findings that (a) purchasing dis- 
tributor proposes to substitute natural gas for manufactured gas it now 
supplies to Danville consumers; (b) requirements estimated to be 29,220 
M. c. f. for 1947 increasing to 119,000 M. c. f. by 1951; (c) increased gas 
reserves established in dockets Nos. G—678 and G—701 (5,000 M. ec. f. per day 
allotted therefrom to sales in State of Kentucky) will enable applicant to 
meet demands of existing and proposed new consumers; (d) conversion of 
distributor from manufactured to natural gas will assure adequate and 
efficient supply, effect great savings in operating cost of distributing com- 
pany, and enable it to reduce existing rates approximately 50 percent and 
amortize conversion cost at rate of ahout $5,000 a year; (e) people of 
Danville through their Mayor and Chamber of Commerce urze proposed 
conversion, authorized by Public Service Commission of Kentucky; (f) 
applicant is able and willing properly to do acts and perform service pro- 
posed and to conform to Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of 
Commission: and (g) proposed construction and operation of facilities, 
and sale of natural gas are required by public convenience and necessity. 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Company, Application for Certificate of 
Public Concentened ent Neecsity...- st 244-246 
Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act engaged in transportation and sale for resale of natural 
gas in interstate commerce, authorizing it to construct and operate approxi- 
mately 100 miles of transmission pipe line extending from La Mesa, Colo- 
rado, to Cheyenne, Wyoming, and appurtenant facilities, on findings that 
(a) proposed pipe line will be interconnected at several points with appli- 
cant’s existing Colorado-Wyoming line which it will supplement and furnish 
an additional route for transportation of gas from Denver area to Cheyenne, 
Wyo.;: (b) additional pipe-line capacity is necessary to enable applicant 
to supply existing demand which it was unable to meet during 1946—47 and 
future demand of expanding population, educational institutions and in- 
dustry; (c) adequate supplies of gas will be available from sources con- 
trolled by Colorado Interstate in Hugoton Field in Kansas; (d) early 
completion of portion of line will enable its use for storage purposes during 
winter 1947-48 providing supply to meet critical peak demands; (e) facili- 
ties will be constructed under contract and financed principally through 
loans from insurance companies; (f) applicant does not plan to increase 
rates; (g) proposed facilities will permit greatly increased deliveries to 
Cheyenne area where problem of deliveries is most critical; (h) state and 
municipal authorities have urged that certificate be granted ; and (i) appli- 
cant is able and willing properly to do acts and to perform service proposed 
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and to conform to provisions of Natural Gas Act and requirements, rules, 
and regulations of Commission thereunder. Colorado-Wyoming Gas 
Company, Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Neces- 
sity__ are eee eee Te SN a a a al 249-252 
Certificate issued authorizing applicant, Interstate Gas Company, to sell 
and applicant, Cities Service Gas Company, to acquire and operate certain 
transmission pipe lines and appurtenant facilities of seller previously 
operated under certificate from Commission on findings that (a) both appli- 
cants are “natural-gas companies” within meaning of Natural Gas Act; 
(b) Cities Service owns and operates large integrated pipe line system 
which is equipped to maintain and operate facilities proposed to be trans- 
ferred; (c) line pressures can be maintained by Cities Service in interest 
of efficient service and public safety better than by Interstate; (d) facili- 
ties are now and will continue to be used to transport and sell for resale 
natural gas in interstate commerce: (e) Cities Service can pay from its 
own funds $90,000 estimated cost of acquisition; (f) applicants are able 
and willing properly to do acts and perform service and to conform to 
provisions of Act and requirements, rules and regulations of Commission 
thereunder and that proposed sale and acquisition and operation is re- 
quired by present and future public convenience and necessity. Interstate 
Gas Company and Cities Service Gas Company, Joint Application for 
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity____-___-_----_-__-_-.--. 254-255 
Public convenience and necessity does not require construction and 
operation of one-mile connecting pipe line by applicant, so that it can be 
substituted for Panhandle Eastern in rendering natural gas service to towns 
now served by latter, since applicant has proposed that it will continue 
to take gas from Panhandle to serve those towns until, in a proper pro- 
ceeding, “t presents proof that Panhandle is willing to discontinue such 
service. Id_- Sas cca enbbisnipSay eee 
Certificate issued to applic ant, a “natur: ul- gas company’ "Ww vithin meaning 
of Natural Gas Act, authorizing construction, maintenance and operation 
of certain additional compressor units, etc., and installation, relocation 
and operation of others, on findings that (a) applicant has sufficient market 
demands for additional gas to require use of proposed additional equipment ; 
(b) estimated construction costs are both reasonable and adequate: (c) 
proposed additic + will be financed by sale of common and preferred stock 
pursuant to autl: rization from Securities and Exchange Commission; (d) 
resulting estimated net income is more than adequate and will have no 
adverse effect upon existing e arnings, rates and services; (e) applicant 
has gas reserves assuring it of supply for over 25 years on an annual take 
of 20 million M. c, f.; and (f) applicant is able and willing properly to do 
acts and to ounbowia service proposed and to conform to provisions of 
Natural Gas Act and requirements, rules and regulations of Commission 
thereunder. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Application 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for Construction and 
Operation of Additions to Existing Pipe Line Facilities____._.___.___.____ 267-278 
Certificate issued to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning 
of Natural Gas Act operating existing interstate pipe-line system for trans- 
portation and sale for resale of natural gas in interstate commerce, au- 
thorizing construction and operation of additional pipe-line facilities on 
findings that (a) it is necessary for applicant to provide means of bringing 
from the “West Side” of its system to “East Side” sufficient volumes of 
gas from new sources to offset rapidly dwindling supply south of Drumright 
compressor station to prevent threatened shortage in Kansas City area: 
(b) existing cross line is now operating at pipe-line capacity; (c) appli- 
cant’s gas supplies are adequate: (d) applicant is able to finance proposed 
facilities out of funds on hand: (e) eperntion of proposed facilities are 
not expected to adversely affect applicant's rates; (f) applicant is able and 
willing properly to do acts and perform service proposed and to conform 
to Natural Gas Act and rules and regulations of Commission; and (g) 
propesed construction and operation are required by public convenience 
and necessity. Cities Service Gas Company, Application for Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity and for Permission and ee to 
Abandon Facilities._.......-...... insta sd Sete ieee ec ella aera cloacae 272-274 
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Upon review of record, initial decision, and statement of exceptions 
thereto, Commission, by subsequent order found that (1) no authority has 
been given it to exempt a company from all the provisions of Natural Gas 
Act, though, under certain conditions, Commission may, pursuant to sec- 
tion 7 (c), as amended, exempt company from requirements of that section 
by reason of “temporary acts or operations for which the issuance of a 
certificate will not be required in the public interest” and (2) present record 
does not afford a sufficient basis for making determination that proposed 
arrangement for exchange of gas is of such temporary emergency nature 
as to warrant non-exercise of jurisdiction. Commission ordered initial 
decision modified accordingly aud as modified to become effective as de- 
cision of Commission as of date of issuance of order. Id oe 7 

In a proceeding under section 7 (¢) of Natural Gas Act, certificate issued 
to applicant, a “natural-gas company” within meaning of Natural Gas Act, 
authorizing construction and operation of loop lines and compressor units 
constituting further (sce 5 F. P. C. 206) additions to applicant’s existing 
interstate pipe-line system, on findings that (a) proposed facilities will con- 
nect existing and authorized sections of pipe line parallel to applicant’s 
original 22-inch line, providing two separate main pipe lines operated as 
integral part of applicant’s natural gas transmission system and utilized 
for transportation and sale of gas in interstate commerce for resale; (b) 
proposed additional facilities will increase estimated daily sales capacity 
of applicant’s system by additional 83,000 M. ¢, f. to total of 266,000 M. c¢. f. 
and are adequate to render service proposed; (¢) applicant has market for 
much more gas than it can possibly transport through its presently au- 
thorized system; (d) customers exist in territory served by applicant who 
can reasonably be expected to use all of gas which would be transported 
by facilities involved: (e) applicant's gas supply is adequate to meet re- 
quirements of service to be rendered by proposed facilities; (f) estimated 
construction cost of $13,654,140 is adequate and reasonable; (g) applicant 
is able to finance proposed construction: (h) though applicant's rates will 
remain unchanged, average cost to purchasers for resale will increase 
slightly and to direct customers will decrease somewhat, both changes being 
due to changes in load factor: (i) proposed construction and operation 
are required by present and future public convenience and necessity. In 
view of pressing demand there was danger that withholding of authoriza- 
tion until assurance could be secured as to likely date of delivery of pipe 
required might materially and injuriously delay time when inereasing 
demands could be met. J/ississippi River Fuel Corporation, Application 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity : 285-288 

Evidence offered by intervening coal miners, producers and merchants 
did not show, but only assumed, that displacement of coal by natural gas 
will result in equivalent loss to them, nor did it show that proposed uses 
to which additional gas will be put is uneconomical or contrary to the public 
interest. Re Mississippi River Fuel Corporation, 5 F. P. C, 206, 213-215, 
TURIOWOR. | BOs Sees ; pines . 7 ‘ 289 


4. EXEMPTION From StTAtu'rory REQUIREMENTS. 


Fact that applicant is already operating its system under a “grandfather” 
certificate does not negate necessity for further authorization to install and 
operate additional compressor units. Such additional facilities increase 
the quantity of gas to be transported and sold by applicant in interstate 
commerce and facilities are subject to Commission’s jurisdiction because 
used for transportation and sale for resale of natural gas in interstate 
commerce (5 F. P. C. 416, 417). Kansas-Nehraska Natural Gas Company, 
Inc., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for 
Construction and Operation of Additions to Existing Pipeline Facilities__ 265-266 

Upon review of record, initial decision, and statement of exceptions 
thercto, Commission, by subsequent order found that (1) no authority has 
been given it to exempt a company from all provisions of Natural Gas Act, 
though, under certain conditions, Commission may, pursuant to section 
7 (c), aS amended, exempt company from requirements of that section by 
reason of “temporary acts or operations for which the issuance of a 
certificate will not be required in the public interest” and (2) present record 
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does not afford sufficient basis for making determination that proposed ar- 
rangement for exchange of gas is of such a temporary emergency nature as 
to warrant non-exercise of jurisdiction. Commission ordered initial deci- 
sion modified accordingly and as modified to become effective as decision 
of Commission as of date of issuance of order. Cities Service Gas Company, 
Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity and for 
Permission and Authority to Abandon Facilities—__- ae dace 279-280 











“GRANDFATHER” CERTIFICATES, 


The fact that applicant is already operating its svstem under “grand- 
father” certificate does not negate necessity for further snthorization to 
install and operate additional compressor units. Such additional facilities 
increase quantity of gas to be transported and sold by applicant in inter- 
state commerce and facilities are subject to Commission's jurisdiction be- 
cause used for transportation and sale for resale of natural gas in interstate 
commerce (5 F. P. C. 416, 417). Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, 

Inc., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity for 
Construction and Operation of Additions to Existing Pipeline Facilities__ 265-266 


















6. OPERATING HaAzarp. 


There was no evidence that laying of 30 miles of proposed pipe line above 
ground will increase hazards attendant upon gas pipe lines, but in some 
respects such method of construction will result in lessening of such dan- 
gers. Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Proceeding on Appli- 
cation for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity__----_--- 240 


CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


See ABANDONMENT; CERTIFICATE OF PuBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
2. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 


EVIDENCE. 


See CEertiFIcCATE OF Pusitic CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
AND ELEMENTS OF PROOF. 


“GRANDFATHER” CERTIFICATES. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 5. “GRAND- 
FATHER” CERTIFICATES. 


INTERMEDIATE DECISIONS. 

See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 1, INTERMEDIATE DECISION MODIFIED. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

1. NaturAt Gas, TRANSMISSION AND SaLe IN. 








3. EVIDENCE 


The fact that applicant is already operating its system under “grand- 
father” certificate does not negate necessity for further authorization to 
install and operate additional compressor units. Such additional facilities 
increase quantity of gas to be transported and sold by applicant in inter- 
state commerce and facilities are subject to Commission’s jurisdiction be- 
cause they are used for transportation and sale for resale of natural gas 
in interstate commerce (5 F. P. C. 416, 417). Kansas-Nebraska Natural 
Gas Company, Inc., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and 
Necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions to Ewisting Pipe 
EAE Tn BE EIU anth ch latent Sthersnad ak tage lay ett ahe Sa 265-266 


2. ProDUCTION AND GATHERING, 


Applicant’s Unruh Field 18 mile pipe line is devoted solely to production 
and gathering of natural gas within meaning of section 1 (b) of Natural 
Gas Act and is, therefore, exempt from provisions of Act. The line is used 
to transport all gas taken by applicant from field to processing plant of 
unaffiliated company by which, under contract, an equal amount of proc- 
essed gas is returned to applicant’s transmission pipe-line system, Kansas- 
Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Application for Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of Additions to 
Ewisting Pipe Line Facilities 











IN DEX—DIGEST 


JURISDICTION. 
1. NATURAL Gas CoMPANIES. 
(a) Exemption from Satutory Requirements. 


The fact that applicant is already operating its system under a “grand- 
father” certificate does not negate necessity for further authorization to 
install and operate additional compressor units. Such additional facilities 
increase quantity of gas to be transported and sold by applicant in inter- 
state commerce and facilities are subject to Commission’s jurisdiction be- 
cause used for transportation and sale for resale of natural gas in inter- 
state commerce (5 F. P. C. 416,417). Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Com- 
pany, Inc., Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
for Construction and Operation of Additions to Existing Pipe Line Facili- 

265-266 

Upon review of record, initial decision, and statement of exceptions 
thereto, Commission, by subsequent order, found that (1) no authority 
has been given to exempt company from all provisions of Natural Gas Act, 
though, under certain conditions, Commission may, pursuaut to section 
7 (c), as amended, exempt company from requirements of that section by 
reason of ‘temporary acts or operations for which the issuance of a certifi- 
cate will not be required in the public interest” and (2) present record does 
not afford sufficient basis for making determination that proposed arrange- 
ment for exchange of gas is of such temporary emergency nature as to 
warrant nonexercise of jurisdiction. Initial decision modified accordingly 
and as modified effective as decision of Commission. Cities Service Gas 
Company, Application for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
and for Permission and Authority to Abandon Facilities- 


(b) Production and Gathering. 


Applicant’s Unruh Field 18 mile pipe line is devoted solely to production 
and gathering of natural gas within meaning of section 1 (b) of Natural 
Gas Act and is, therefore, exempt from provisions of Act. The line 
is used to transport all gas taken by applicant from field to processing 
plant of unaffiliated company by which, under contract, an equal amount of 
processed gas is returned to applicant’s transmission pipeline system. 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company Inc., Application for Certificate 
of Public Convenience and Necessity for Construction and Operation of 
Additions to Existing Pipeline Facilities 
NATURAL GAS COMPANIES. 


See ABANDONMENT; CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ; 
JURISDICTION. 


OPERATING HAZARD. 


See CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESsITy, 6. OPERATING 
HAZARD. 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. INTERMEDIATE DECISION MODIFIED. 


Commission, in its order allowing initial decision of Presiding Examiner 
to become final as modified, modified conditions in paragraphs (2) and 
(3) of Presiding Examiner’s ordering clauses issuing certificate of public 
convenience and necessity and substituted revised paragraphs therefor. 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., Proceeding on Application 
for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ___--_-_-_-___-------_- 

Upon review of record, initial decision, and statement of exceptions 
thereto, Commission, by subsequent order, found that (1) no authority 
has been given to exempt company from all provisions of Natural Gas 
Act, though, under certain conditions, Commission may, pursuant to 
section 7 (c), as amended, exempt company from requirements of that 
section by reason of “temporary acts or operations for which the issuance 
of a certificate will not be required in the public interest” and (2) present 
record does not afford sufficient basis for making determination that 
proposed arrangement for exchange of gas is of such temporary emergency 
nature as to warrant nonexercise of jurisdiction. Initial decision modified 
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PRACTICE AND JSEDURE—Continued 
1. INTERMEDIATE DECISION MODIFIED—Continued 


accordingly and as modified effective as decision of Commission. Cities 

Service Gas Company, Application for Certificate of Public Convenience 

and Necessity and for Permission and Authority to Abandon Facilities... 279-80 
2. PARTIES. 


Election by another natural-gas company not to become party to pro- 
ceeding does not constitute estoppel or foreiture of legal rights nor does 
it constitute action required under section 7 (b) of Natural Gas Act 
which prohibits abandonment of service without approval of Commission. 
Interstate Gas Company and Cities Service Gas Company, Joint Applica- 
tion for Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ae 

A contention that public convenience and necessity require construc tion 
and operation of connecting pipe line so that applicant, Cities Service, can 
be substituted for Panhandle Eastern in rendering gas service to towns 
now served by latter because Cities Service could provide slightly lower 
rates, is based upon hypothesis that such transfer of natural gas service 
of supply is at issue in proceeding. Since Panhandle is not party and has 
not been heard, hypothesis is false and reasoning violative of most funda- 
mental concept of adjudication. Id____- 


PRODUCTION AND GATHERING. 


See Jurispicrion, 1. NATURAL GAs CoMPANIEs, (b) Production and 
Gathering. 


PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 
See ABANDONMENT; CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
2. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
PUBLIC INTEREST. 
See ABANDONMENT; CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, 
2. CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 
STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS. 


See JURIspIcTION, 1. NATURAL GAs COMPANIES, (a) Exemption from 
Statutory Requirements. 








INDEX TO ORDERS OF COMMISSION 
IN THE NATURE OF OPINIONS 











INDEX TO ORDERS OF COMMISSION IN THE_N ATURE OF OPINIONS 


ABANDON MEN T—Section 7 (b) (N. G. A.) 
1. APPLICATION AND PR@GEEDINGS. 
(a) Denied. 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—654- 

2. AUTHORIZATION OF. 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—649 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—848 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—885 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—802 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Ine., docket No. G-878 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-912 
Kansas Power & Light Co., docket No. G—741 ‘ 
Northern Indiana Public Service Co., docket No. G—902_- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—777- 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—858 _ _- 

ACCOUNTS. 

1. EXEMPTION FROM BALANCE SHEET AccouNTs INstructTIoN 5—-E. 
Southern California Edison Co., Ltd., docket No. IT-—6050__ 

2. EXTRAORDINARY Lossks. 
Washington Gas Light Co., October 21, 1947_ 

3. GROUPING OF FACILITIES. 
Equitable Gas Co., docket No. G—173 

. RECLASSIFICATION OF. 
(a) Electric. 

Community Public Serviee Co., January 24, 1947- 
Eastern Massachusetts Electric Co., January 24, 1947 
Georgia Power Co., September 18, 1947 
Lake Superior District Power Co., March 6, 1947- wa teak 
Menominee & Marinette Light & Traction Co., December 12, 


New Orleans Publie Service Co., December 16, 1947_- 

Northern States Power Co., September 29, 1947 

Northwestern Electric Co., docket No. IT-—6008 

Northwestern Electric Co., docket No. IT-6008 

Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5611 

Pacific Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5611- 

Pennsylvania Eleetric Co., docket No. IT—5977_- - 

Public Service Co. of Oklahoma (as successor to Southwestern 
Light & Power Co.) October 1, 1947___- 

Publie Service Co. of Oklahoma, October 1, 1947. a 

Rhode Island Power Transmission Co., January 24, 1947____ 

South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., June 12, 1947 

Southwestern Gas & Electrie Co., January 17, 1947 

Southwestern Public Service Co., September 24, 1947 
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ACCOUNTS—Continued 
4. RECLASSIFICATION oF—Continued 
(a) Electric—Continued 
Western Massachusetts Electric Co., Successor to by Merger 
and Consolidation of Turners Falls Power & Electric Co., 


Seta NE EO a inact nec ee heron ceadan ne 751 
Wisconsin Power & Light Co., March 20, 1947__.-.__________ 494 
Wisconsin Public Service Corp., December 11, 1947________- 1083 

(b) Gas. 
Canadian River Gas Co., docket No. G-868______.___._-____ 669 
Cities Service Gas Co., January 17, 1947_.........__.-..._. 327 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., October 7, 1947__.____________ 939 
Cumberland and Allegheny Gas Co., April 1, 1947___._____- 536 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., March 20, 1947__.________ 492 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co., February 25, 1947_..._________- 449 
Natural Gas of West Virginia, April 1, 1947_......__._____- 534 
New Orleans Public Service, Ine., December 16, 1947________ 1091 


United Fuel Gas Co., Huntington Development and Gas Co., 
Warfield Natural Gas Co. and Cincinnati Gas Transportation 


Co., docket Nos. G-812, G-813, G-814, G-816__________- 372 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., December 16, 1947_____________- 1093 


(ce) Order Extending Time. 
Western Massachusetts Electric Co., project No. 1889_______ 293 

























Wisconsin Southern Gas Co., January 3, 1947 ae “ 305 
ACTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL COST. 
1. DETERMINATION OF. 
Alabama Power Co. (Jordan Dam) project No. 618________- 1116 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., project No. 271___-____-_-__- 1022 
Michigan Gas & Electric Co., project No. 401___.-_-__----- 1040 
Montana Power Co., project No. 1473_...........-..------ 1052 
Puerto Rico Water Resources Authority, project No. 663.... 941 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 67__..._..-___- 963 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 120_-_- Shaw “Se 
ALLOCATION OF GAS. 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-880_______ 724 
ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10 (e) (F. P. A.). 
1. APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION FROM. 
City of Phillipsburg, project No. 1269____._..--.------ an 183 
Loup River Public Power District, project No. 1256______-_- 1067 


Platte Valley Public Power and Irrigation District, project 


. DENYING CREDIT ON. 





Rechsteiner Milling Co., project No. 1087___.._._..--__------ 719 
3. DETERMINATION. 

Black River Electric Cooperative, project No. 1720- - - -- seua aee 

Black River Electric Cooperative, project No. 1720- -- 5 995 


Southern California Edison Co., docket No. IT—6070_____- 1031 
4. ParTIAL EXEMPTION FRom. 


City of Ketchikan, Alaska, project No. 420 Bh Bs 478 
City of Pasedena, California, project No. 1250 I 3 & 482 
City of Tacoma, Washington, project No. 1862__________- 424 
City of Tacoma, project No. 1862. Jes. J¥ BEY: 1119 
Puerto Rico Water Resources Authority, project No. 663 - 510 


Red Bluff Water Power Control District, project No. 1280_ 483 
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ANNUAL CHARGES—Section 10'(e) (F. P. A.)—Continued 
5. WAIVER OF PENALTIES. ne 
City of Phillipsburg, Mont., project No. 1269 
Loup River Public Power District, project No. 1256 
Platte Valley Public Power and Irrigation District, project No. 


Valdez Water, Power & Light Co. and Valdez Cold Storage 
Corp., project Nos. 1101, 1970__ F 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Section 7 (N. G. A.) 
1. APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 
(a) Dismissed. 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-654_________________- 
Independent Industrial Gas Co., Petitioner, v. Cities Service 
Gas Co., Defendant, Union Gas System, Inc., Intervenor; 
Independent Industrial Gas Co., Union Gas System Ine., 
Union Gas System Inc., docket Nos. G-626, G-677, G—685, 
G-694 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., and Kansas Natural 
Gas, Inc., docket Nos. G-856, G-494_________- . 
Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Co., Cities Service Gas Co., 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G—699, G~—729, 
G-747, G-757, G-763, G~-765 bla uareee ks sere 
Pike County Light and Power Co., docket No. G-270_______- 
Dismissal Denied. 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-884_ 
Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-884_____ 
Dismissing in Part. 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-883 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—916_ 
Leave to Amend. 
Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-901___- 
Withdrawal of Application. 
Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-—234______- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—5% 
2. CERTIFICATE AMENDED. 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G 


Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—8 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED. 


(a) Nongrandfather. 

Arkansas Louisiana Gas Co., docket No. G—792__- d 

Arkansas-Oklahoma Gas Co., docket No. G—907__- iach 

Atlantic Seaboard Corp., and Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., 
docket No. G—854-__- g ; 

Austin Field Pipe Line Co., and Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Co., docket Nos. G—834, G—839, G—918 

Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—234______-- 

Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-892 

Central New York Power Corp., docket No. G—783_ _ - - 

Chicago District Pipeline Co., docket No. G—772____- 

Chicago District Pipeline Co., docket No. G—890___- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—604 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—649 


S88 


692 


1011 
411 
846 
415 
356 
772 
469 


2478 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Section 7 (N. G. A.)—Continued 
3. CERTIFICATE GRANTED—Continued 





(a) Novrgrandfather—Continied 


Cities Service Gas Co., Frank Haucke and H. A. Amerine, 
CIDR INOR: ENG, Sos a oo Ss os eee ccc 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—729___- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-811_______--. 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—-821_-__- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-829______- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-840________- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-848________-. 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—934_______- 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G—937___ eyes 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G- 837____- a 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Ciegs, docket No. G—687_ 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—-830________- 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G—835_.- 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-851 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-900_ 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-916_ 

El] Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-881 

El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—931 

Equitable Gas Co., docket No. G—905- 

Gas Transport, ine, docket No. G-825_______._-- 

Home Gas Co., the Manufacturers Light & Heat Co. iy Cum- 
berland & Albasheny Gas Co., and Natural Gas Co. of West 
Virginia, docket No. G—853_ _--- fs 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G 803. As 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—-788________- 

Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-819 

Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-843 

Iroquois Gas Corp., docket No. G-601_________-_-- 

Iroquois Gas Corp., docket No. G—920_-_- hie ati 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. ce 639 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G—793_- 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., and the Tri-County 
Gas Co., docket Nos. G-806, G-325_ weak 

Kansas Power & Light Co., docket No. G—741__ 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G—553___- 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., decket No. G—586 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—940__- 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G—-942___ 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G-943____.__.....-.--__-_- 

Lone Star Gas Co., docket No. G-944____._.__.__________- 

Louisiana-Nevada Transit Company, docket No. G-922_ __ 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., docket No. G-632___- 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., docket No. G—-799_ __- 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., docket No. G-823_______- 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., docket No. G—838_ __-- 

Memphis Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-914____- 

Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. G-913__________- 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America and Texoma Natural 

Gas Co., docket No. G-771 


Page 


768 


708 


625 
678 
828 
399 
368 


622 
656 
434 
436 
976 
978 
979 
981 


540 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— Page 
Section 7 (N. G. A.)—Continued - 
3. CertTiIFIcATE GRANTED—Continued 
(a) Nongrandfather—Continued 
New Mexico Eastern Gas Co. and Southern Union Gas Co., 


docket Nos. G-621 , G-GAF en nny once peen'deendil-~--- 1026 
New York State Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-801__--_---- 586 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-817-_--_--- 763 

‘ New York State Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-888__---- 886 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-428____-._------- 505 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-500____-_-------- 641 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-747_____.-------- 704 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-768__-_---------- 552 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-777___----------- 659 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-958_____------ wan » Se 
Northern Natura] Gas Co., docket No. G-938____...------- 997 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-949____._-------- 1019 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-831____----..----------- 506 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G—858- aT, cleo sce | 


Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-964____-_-- _ 5 ait eae 1111 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket Nos. G-437-G-475.. 688 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-684......-. 307 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-755_-_-_--.-- 308 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-784._...... 583 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-785........ 470 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-786_.-.----- 472 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-903_.....-. 934 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-930__--_-_--- 948 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-933- ------- 944 
Penn York Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-833......-.... 587 
Penn York Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-877__--.------- 694 
Pennsylvania Gas Co., docket No. G-909_-__...-.---------- 847 
Phebus Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-774_-___------------- 297 
Republic Light, Heat & Power Co., Inc., docket No. G-795_. 584 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G-780_...... 581 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G-805_....... 416 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G-910_--__-_-- 777 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—880-----_-- 495 
Texas Gas Utilities Co., docket No. G-239, G-358_______- ay 
Union Gas System, Inc., docket No. G-852___---_--------- 746 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-849___________-------- 627 
United Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-857___._........-----. 666 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-874__..........-.. 873 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-893_.........-.... 864 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-894____________-_- 875 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-896______.__--. --- 897 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-915__.._____.__--- 1033 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-928___.._....---.. 1085 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-929______________- 1030 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-952_...___..__. --- 1002 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-952__..__._____--- 1007 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-891__-_..__._--_--- 800 
United Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-923____________---- 878 


8026424978 
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY— 
Section 7 (N. G. A.) —Continued 
3. CertiricaTE GRANTED—Continued 
(a) Nongrandfather—Continued 
West Texas Gas Co., docket No. G—-879__ 
West Texas Gas Co., docket No. G—897 
4. LEAVE TO VACATE. 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-724- 
5. OrnpER MopIFyING. 
Michigan Gas Storage Company, docket No. G-731- 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-669______- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—747_. 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—763___ 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-706_-___-- 
CONSOLIDATION, MERGER AND SALE—Section 203 (F. P. A.) 
1, APPLICATION. 
(a) Dismissed 
Northern States Power Co., docket No. [T-6042_. 
2. ExTeNDING TIME. 
Connecticut Power Co., docket No. IT-6025________- 
Northwestern Electric Co. and Pacific Power & Light Co., 
docket No. IT-6000_ _- - ces aie 
3. SECURITIES. 
(a) Merger and Acquisition of. 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. [T-6059 
4. TRANSFER, MERGER OR SALE AUTHORIZED. 
Albany Lighting Co., docket No. IT-6061- a 
Ark-La Electric Cooperative, Inc., the Arklahoma Corp., 
Southwestern Gas & Electric Co., Arkansas Power & 
Light Co., and Oklahoma Gas & Electric Co., docket No. 
IT—6095 _ _ pe Seti 55 ed 
Connecticut Power Co., docket No. IT-—6025 : 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT—6059_ - 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-6098___ 
DIRECTORS. See OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS 
EASEMENT. 
Union Electric Co. of Missouri, project No. 459__- 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637 
ELECTRIC CONSTRUCTION. 
The Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District, 
project No. 1417 
EMERGENCY. 
1. INTERCONNECTION OF FACILITIES. 
(a) Determination and Order’ for—Section 202 (d) (F. P. A.) 
Arizona Edison Co., docket No. E-6107 tale 
Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric Co., docket No. IT-—5984- 
Connecticut Light & Power Co., docket No. IT-6073- 
Gulf Oil Corp., docket No. I'T-6055 - -- : 
Magnolia Pefrolem Co.; docket No. IT—6065 - - 
Homestake’ Mining Co., docket No. IT—6093 BO 3 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., docket Nos. IT-6015, IT- 
6022 PE e ne “ Press 
Texas Eastetr Transmisssion Corp. doeket No. G—880 
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EMERGENCY—Continued 
1. INTERCONNECTION oF FacitiTrEs—Continued 
(a) Determination and Order for—Section 202 (d) (F. P. A.)—Con. 
Texas Electric Service Co., Texas Power & Light Co., and 
Dallas Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-6077 
Texas Electric Service Co., Texas Power & Light Co., Dallas 
Power & Light Co, Southwestern Electric Service Co., 
docket No. IT-6077 
Texas Electric Service Co., Texas Power & Light Co., Dallas 
Power & Light Co., and Southwestern Electric Service Co., 
docket No. IT-6077 
2. OrnpeR DismissInGc APPLICATION. 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. IT—5992 
3. OrnpER EXTENDING. 
City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Mich., 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp; et al., docket Nos. G-200, G-207 
City of Detroit Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan, 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp; et al, docket Nos. G-200, G-207 
Connecticut Light & Power Co., docket No. IT-6086 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-880 
United Illuminating Co., docket No. IT-6085 
4. OrnpER TERMINATING. 
Recommendation for the maximum coordination of electric 
facilities in the interest of conserving coal, docket No. 


EXPORTATION. 
1. ELsctric. 
(a) Authorization Granted 
California Electric Power Co., dockets Nos. IT-6013, IT-—5648, 


Comision Federal de Electricidad and Central Power & Light 
Co., La Junta Federal de Mejoras Materiales and Central 
Power & Light Co., docket Nos., IT-6083, IT-—5813 
International Power Co., St. Croix Electric Co., and Canadian 
Cottons, Ltd., docket No. IT-6014 
(b) Authorization Extended. 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., docket No. IT—5893 
2. Natura Gas—Section 3 (N. G. A.). 
(a) Authorization Granted. 
El Paso Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-104 
(b) Authorization Terminated. 
Charles A. Swanson, docket No. IT-5799 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., docket No. IT—5893 
FLOOD CONTROL. 
Union Electric Co. of Missouri, project No. 459 
INTERCONNECTIONS. See Emergency. 
INTERVENTION. 
See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, 6, INTERVENTION. 
INVESTIGATION. 
Deepwater Light & Power Co., and Deepwater Operating Co., 
docket No. IT-6057 
802642—49-—80 
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JURISDICTION. 


1. ELectric. 
Pennsylvania Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-6030_..____. 428 
2. Gas. 
Hassie Hunt Trust, docket No. G-925_.____.......-____.__- 835 
Bunt; Gi. i,j, docket No: GoM. oasis oso ock cco... 836 
Hunt, H. L., docket No. G-927__._.___.__-- Jeawaettcux -- 837 


Sinclair Prairie Oil Co., docket No. G- 948 


LICENSE. 





1. AMENDMENTS. 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., project No. 271.-.......__-_- 456 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 440_....._______- 994 
California Oregon Power Co., project No. 747.......--___-- 501 
California Oregon Power Co., project No. 1927_..._._..___- 927 


City of Pasadena, California, project No. 1250__.______- 
City of Seattle, project No. 553_..........--.---.-.-- pe 
City of Tacoma, project No. 1862_..._.....-..---- Bie aio 332 
Cord, E. L. project No. 1746 

















Batilees. touted ick asians -- 1004 
Greenwood County, 8. C., project No. 1267___..__.......... 422 
Greenwood County, s. C., project No. 1267_ : mie, 
Idaho Power Co., project No. 457...........5...222.-- - 599 


Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16_......----.------- 545 
Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16 









(ebenwee Geld. dee 464 
Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16_-_---- eo 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 77_-.-..-.-.--------- 420 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 187_.........-...-.- 477 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 233__........------- 526 
Puget Sound Power & Light Co., project No. 943__--._-_--- 421 
Bilas, Tt. a. preiect NG: 3608... oc tees eeebesseikes ek 841 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 67___...----_--- 893 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 120_...._.-_--- 893 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 382__.______--- 895 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 67_.-..-.------- 1089 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 120_.___._____- 744 
Washington Colorado Power Co., project No. 734_____---_--- 481 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 587- ~~ --- ea 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 998____-_---- a 
Western Colorado Power Co., project No. 733_....--------- 781 
Western Colorado Power Co., project No. 734__._.--------- 1024 

2. APPLICATION AND PROCEEDINGS. 
(a) Dismissed. 

Pyern Seek, geeeet Nor 8000... oe. cscees. cated ssselen ccs 745 
Electric Power Co. of New Jersey, Inc., projects Nos. 1950 

GR i te i i Ss Se er ee ie ec cun 1071 
Eugene Water Board of Eugene, Oregon, project No. 842- 293 
Idaho Power Oo. poéject No. 467.0 ow oo 3 ons cece ese. e 831 
Jones, Don, project ING Mote Menw die ee Staci Se 
J. B. McCrary Engineering Corp., project No. 1911- weet 333 
Mountain States Power Co., project No. 984____..--------- 970 
Gosequam: o., preject Ne. 9678s... oo. cckp ccc eu dks i die 467 


Obey, Wiles’ (., projet No. 16765 oo os Soca ceccdcnc cnn 
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INDEX TO ORDERS 





LICENSE—Continued 
APPLICATION AND PRocEEDINGS—Continued 
(a) Dismissed—Continued 

Philadelphia Hydro-Electric Co. and the President Managers 
& Co. of the Schuylkill Navigation Co., project Nos. 1914, 
Public Service Co. of New Hampshire, project No. 1976 
Savannah River Electric Co., project No. 1944 
Talache Mines, Inc., project No. 1726........-.---.------- 605 





Turpin, E. M., project No. 1947____--- tik chal ese rh eee 468 

Washington Water Power Co., project No. 1465___.__-___-- 1041 

White River Power Co., project No. 654. _._.....--..------ 734 
(b) Withdrawal. 

Bradley Mining Co., project Nos. 1052, 1176, 1857__..__...-. 537 

Sacramento Municipal Utility District, project No. 1455_... 942 


Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637 
3. ExTeNnpING TIME FOR ACCEPTANCE, 
Highland Mary Mines, Inc., project No. 1901__._____------ 633 


Town of Petersburg, Alaska, project No. 201_._._._-------- 728 
4, Masor Projects. 
(a) Authorized. 
Day, 4.8. ; peewee Noy 1986. 6a 2s in eit nsan sce bieicnae 326 
Beg, A. &.; Weems Nay TOGRe ois csc olde nine tieidducnad 458 
Georgia Power Co., project No. 1951.-.-.-...--------.---- 807 
Maverick County Water Control and Improvement District 
seumier Ce, HOMOGE ING. 19GMs 26a des eek cewbadhcnas 902 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., project No. 1962_.......--_----_- 729 
(b) Order Rescinding. 
SOMGE, WOU) ERO NO. B00 Raion nn cn doe he ce cwws 786 
Philadelphia Hydro-Electrie Co. and the President Managers & 
Co. of the Schuylkill Navigation Co., project Nos. 1914, 
PUA Adds tacs emcee Rovehbaal aw Scdoee sabe cnamie 605 
5. Minor Prosects. 
(a) Authorized. 
Bradley Mining Co., project No. 1958___--_--- Sivbtewacs (| “ae 
SEGRE, SG, MUIOE INGs BONG cainamsndsecneteduadssne 557 
Fern Gold Mining Co., project No. 599_.._...------------- 546 
Kennecott Copper Corp., project No, 1949___..-.---------- 558 
Livesay, Aloe, peowet NO. 18GB... caccessssesaceniieucase~ 511 


Livesay, Alice and Basil L. and Zella L. Price, project No. 


Miller, Peter E., Project No. 1963 












O’ Neill, Fred M., and Sarah Fenton, project No. 1944______- 788 
Randolph, Lena, project No. 1959_.....-....--....---.---- 391 
Rechsteiner Milling Co., project No. 1087_.......-..------- 753 
Wilking, George H., Doing business as the Hook Aston Milling 
Co., project No. 1080___.-- nid neat ana eee tw oenda tae 753 
(b) Order Rescinding. 
Byers, tack, peoises No. 1000... ...2653 sc sass cdc ak 745 


Livesay, Alice and Basil L. and Zella L. Price, project No. 
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LICENSE—Continued 
6. SURRENDER. 


Bradley Mining Co., project Nos. 1052, 1176, 1857 
California Electric Power Co., project No. 255 

California Oregon Power Co., project Nos. 1154, 1515 

East Tennessee Light & Power Co., project No. 1102 
Hamilton, William W., and Bessie N. Davis, project No. 1690_- 
Higgins, John C., project No. 492 

Mountain City Improvement Association, project No. 1483_- 
Mountain States Power Co., project No. 984 

Sierra Pacific Power Co., project No. 1552 

Smuggler Mining Co., project No. 976 

Wilkinson, Mrs. Alberta E. and Pahaska Co., project No. 


7. TRANSFER 


(a) 


(b) 


Approving. 

Farrington, Rose and Frank L. Tichenor and Olive A. Tiche- 
nor, project No. 1186 

Johnson, William F. and George Nolte, and William F. John- 


Perkins, E. L. and V. 8. Harris, project No. 1897 
Raymond, Mrs. E. F. & Sons and Sam J. Wilson, project 


Simi, Fred, Fred Cook and Catherine Sullivan, project No. 
POs oie elbah edn exeioe= nce beeel ssuteb enh enae 

Spenser, J. C. and C. D. Pratt, project No. 1423 

Stamina Mining & Milling Co., and Edgar R. Percival & 
Ruth R. Percival, project No. 980 

Thorne, Hans and Helen A. Thorne and Chester O. Miller, 
and Henry W. Miller, project No. 1808 

Torgamsen, William and Alaskan Allied Industries, Inc., 
project No. 1207 

Williamson, Harry M. and Ozark-Mahoning Co., project No. 


Denying. 
Moore, G. W., Rollie D. Morris and Paul N. Reynolds, project 


8. OrpER MopiIryine. 


Georgia Power Co. project No. 1951 

Southern California Edison Co., project No. 1930 

Southern California Edison Co., Ltd. project Nos. 1933, 1934- - 
Utah Power & Light Co., project No. 1744 

Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637 

Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1759_--.------- 


9. PeTiTION TO REVISE. 


Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., project No. 1881__.------ 


OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS. 


Allen, Walter, J. docket No. ID-1078 

Anderson, H. D. docket No. ID-236 

Anderson, H. D. docket No. [D-236 

Anderson, Fred W., docket No. ID-1085___.......-..------ 


’ 


Barnes, Donald C., docket No. ID-248 


1068 


1072 
838 
294 
783 
479 
880 


1120 


651 
343 
817 
960 
792 
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OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS—Continued 
Blake, Jr., Frank J., docket No. ID-1074 
Brahaney, Bernard F., docket No. ID—268 
Brennan, V. C., docket No. ID-1081 
Bryans, Henry B., docket No. ID-773 
Bundy, Edwin S8., docket No.. ID-1053 
Claytor, Graham, docket No. ID-316 
Collins, William L., docket No. ID-300 
Craig, A. E. docket No. ID-1052 
Craig, A. E., docket No. ID-1052 
Crockett, James M., docket No. ID-190 
Crowley, Leo T., docket No. ID-915___......-.-...-.2-22. 
Crumb, K. B., docket No. ID—1039 
Crumb, K. B., docket No. ID—1039 
Curran, Richard B., docket No. ID-1089 
Dunn, Richard R., docket No. ID—1080 
Edwards, Dwight W., docket No. ID-1082 
Falk, Harold S8., docket No. ID-944 
Fredericks, George, docket No. ID-—1077 
Funk, Nevin Elwell, docket No. ID-—100 
Gale, John W., docket No. ID-1033 
Hall, Avery W., docket No. ID—1083 
Irwin, Kilshaw McHenry, docket No. ID-1086 1043 
Jeffers, W. J., docket No. ID-484 819 
Liversidge, Horace P., docket No. ID-520 883 
McAuley, Frank D., docket No. ID—1079 635 
Myers, Walter D., docket No. ID-—1084 885 
Nelson, George M., docket No. ID-1076 398 
Nelson, Rufus L., docket No. ID—1087 1079 
Paulsen, Martin R., dockst No. ID-1088 ‘ : 1080 
Rouner, Thomas J., docket No. ID-1067 485 
Sawyer, H. M., docket No. ID-588 344 
Sporn, Philip, docket No. 347 
Sporn, Philip, docket No. 732 
Sporn, Philip, docket No. ID-1040 824 
Sporn, Philip, docket No. ID—1040 945 
Tenney, Rockwell, C., docket No. ID-959 433 
Tidd, George N., docket No. ID-642 821 
Twohey, Edward G., docket No. ID-1035__........_____-_- 607 
Van De Voort, J. P., docket No. ID—1050 348 
Wilson, Alexander, docket No. ID-916 867 
Yates, Eugene, A., docket No. ID-752__...........-..-.-.. 396 
Yates, Eugene, A., docket No. ID-752_...._............... 484 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 
1. CoMPLIANCE. 
Mondakota Gas Co. (Successor to Mondakota Development 
Co.), Complainant, v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., De- 
fendant, In the Matter of Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., 
docket Nos., G—-220, G-402 
2. Exutsir. 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., project No. 271 
Brazos River Conservation and Reclamation District, project 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued Page 
2. Exxuisit—Contiaoued 
Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District pro- 
SOGG FIO: Bettas x tbat) ede ced tha ced attabetw cas 362 
Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District pro- 
MOOG iG. Pete c tit 5) oO sla, eet eens we 612 
Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District, project 
PNG, PEE einen ct ie Mell Attensa SBadudi ss Ohldeicwnn 866 
City of Pasadena, California, project Np.y1250 ohne disekeewe 676 
Montana Power Co., project No. 1473__-__..._------------ 569 
Pacific Gas & Electric Cou, puaieet Noa 187 o.oo sonst... 752 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 1933__...------ 787 
South Carolina Electric & Gas Co., project No. 516___.--_--- 699 
South Carolina Public Service Authority, project No. 199_... 866 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 1072____._._-.-. 942 
Wisconsin Michigan Power Co., project No. 1759___..__---- 880 
3. Finine ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE. 
Southern Natural Gas Co. and East Tennessee Natural Gas 
Co., docket Nos. G—796, G-889_____- Shia cemehinlestit iets cies 844 
Southern Natural Gas Co. and East Tennessee Natural Gas 
Co., docket Nos. G—-796, G-889___._...__-_- ies Sich ales 931 
4, FINDINGS. 
City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp., et al., docket Nos. G—200, G—207__--- 951 
Eastern New York Power Corp., docket No. DI-176_--.--.- 633 
Montana Light & Power Co., docket No. DI-174______----- 574 
Nantahala Power and Light Co., docket No. DI-175-__-_-_--_-- 426 
Nantahala Power and Light Co., docket No. DI-178____---- 756 
§. HEARING. 
(a) Order Fixing. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp., and Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., 
mes PO. tereee.Us iE oo ede de le ee one 628 
Austin Field Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., 
docket Nos. G-834, G-839______-- ilies i ce eta, 487 
Austin Field Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Consolidated Gas 
Co., docket Nos. G-834, G-839, G-918__.._......------- 826 
Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-234__.._..._.--.------ 313 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket Nos. G-811, G-821, G-829_.._. 370 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket Nos. G-840, G-848___..----- 508 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-830___------ 377 
Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., docket No. G-835___------ 378 
Eastern Indiana Gas Co., Summit Gas & Water Co., Inc., and 
Knightstown Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-776, G-810, 
EIN Scio ahi ny an enn eae ca maiiitis <a REALEME 861 
Florida Power Co., docket No. IT-6024_____-_- Me PACT 8° eee 312 
Gas Transport, Inc., docket No. G-825____..-_..---------- 373 
Home Gas Co., the Mentiasinaure Light & Heat Co., Cumber- 
land and Allegheny Gas Co., and Natural Gas Co. of West 
WIEN, SEOOEING TNO. SEO cic ei ncccendcnadsnanGdesus 520 
Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-861___.....---_------ 491 
Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-819___------ 349 


Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G-793_. 310 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued Page 
5. Hearrna—Continued , 
(a) Order Fizing—Continued 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., The Fin-Ker Oil & 
Gas Production Co., The Tri-County Gas Co., Kansas 
Natural Gas, Inc., docket Nos. G—806, G-—352, G—325, 


COG, 25000. odes A A eee 369 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co. Inc., docket No. G-856_.. 419 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co. Inc., docket No. G-866_.. 447 
Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-901_______-------- 932 
Lyles Ford Tri-County Power Authority & South Carolina 

Electric & Gas Co., project Nos. 1956, 1965_ -_--- itches oh 834 


Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., The, docket No. G-823__.. 336 
Memphis Natural Gas Co. and Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., 


Gouket: Ne:'G-O0Gii 2. os 2 UC A Sn wean 489 
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—-669_-_---- 295 
Minnesota Natural Gas Co., Complainant, v. Northern Nat- 

ural Gas Co., Defendant, docket No. G-826_.__.._------- 374 
New York Power & Light Corp., docket No. DI-177-_---_---- 634 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-533, G-765_-_----- 642 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-437, G—457, 

GaG@iea). Stuf seat aes + Hitiesccceas 516 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-785___----- 366 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-786__-_----- 384 
Republic Light, Heat & Power Co., Inc., New York State 

Natural Gas Corp., Penn-York Natural Gas Corp., docket 

Nén G-706. G-O01, OOO. 6.) oi Jasin atal kewaee 474 
Southern California Edison Co., project No. 1930____------- 1101 
Southern Natural Gas Co., East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., 

docket Nos. G—796, G-889_________.._ _--- eS BA so etc 617 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G—805__---~-- 335 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G-808__----- 475 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G-910___-_--- 740 
Trans-Continental Gas Pipe Line Co., Ine., docket No. G-704. 648 
Union Gas System, Inc., docket Nos. G-852, G—685, G-694_. 446 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637____.-------- 479 
Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637__._-.-------- 509 
York County Gas Co., docket No. G-958___...__---------- 1050 

(e) Postponed. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., Southern Natural Gas 
Co., East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G—585, 
G-BOR, GOGO see Ace Diet A ee ec 690 


6. INTERVENTION. 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp. and Virginia Gas Transmission Corp., 
docket No. G-854_____- 5. a gar sel oases dda le a a 590 
Mid-Continent Gas Transmission Co., Cities Service Gas 
Co., Northern Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-699, G-729, 
G=754, :G-747, G-TOS, G-F0G cc SS a Sec She ce acun 533 


Southern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—884_- _- thie: 

Southern Natura! Gas Co., docket No. G-884_-__- cen. “a 
7. IssuzEs. 

Metropolitan Edison Co., project No. 1888__.._...--------- 681 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
8. Ora ARGUMENT. 
First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative, project No. 1853__-- 
Niagara Falls Power Co., project No. 16 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G-880 
9. Morron To. Dismiss. 
(a) Granted in Part. 
Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-867 
10. ProcrEpINnGs. 
(a) Consolidation of. 
Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., Southern Natural Gas 
Co., East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-—585, 
G-796, G-889 
Austin Field Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., 
docket Nos. G-834, G—839 
Austin Field Pipe Line Co., Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., 
docket Nos. G-834, G-839, G—918 
Eastern Indiana Gas Co., Summit Gas & Water Co., Inc., and 
Knightstown Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-776, G-810, 


Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., docket No. G—856_- 
Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., The Fin-Ker Oil 
& Gas Production Co., the Tri-County Gas Co., Kansas 
Natural Gas, Inc., docket Nos. G—806, G-—352, G-325, 


Lyles Ford Tri-County Power Authority and South Carolina 
Electric & Gas Co., projects Nos. 1956, 1965 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-533, G-765 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket Nos. G-437, G—457, 


Republic Light, Heat & Power Co., Inc., New York, State 
Natural Gas Corp., Penn-York Natural Gas Corp., docket 
Nos. G-795, G-801, G-833 
Southern Natural Gas Co., East Tennessee Natural Gas 
Co., docket Nos. G-796, G—889 
Union Gas System, Inc., docket Nos. G-852, G-685, G-694_- 
(b) Intermediate Decision. 

Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G—808 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—880 
(c) Joining of Parties. 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-669 
(d) Order Reopening. 

Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—234 

Georgia Power Co., project No. 485 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. G-901 

Order Severing. 

Alabama-Tennessee Natural Gas Co., Southern Natural Gas 
Co., East Tennessee Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-—585, 
G-796, G-889 

Order Terminating. 

Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-757 

Florida Power Corp., docket No. IT-6024 

Michigan Consolidated Gas Co., v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe 


Line Co. and Michigan Gas Transmission Corp., docket 
No. G-210 
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PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE—Continued 
10. Proceepines—Continued 
(f) Order terminating—Continued 
Minnesota Power & Light Co., docket Nos. IT—5545, IT-5610, 


Northern. Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-428 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—956 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-693 

Petition of City of Cleveland re Standard Oil Co. (New 
Jersey), et al., docket No. G—184 

Sioux City Gas & Electric Co., docket No. IT-5547 

11. REHEARING, RECONSIDERATION AND REARGUMENT. 
(a) Denied. 

City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp.; et al., docket Nos. G-200, G-207 

First Iowa Hydro-Electric Cooperative, project No. 1853---- 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-669 

Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—669 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-747 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—747 

Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-747 

Reynosa Pipe Line Co., docket No. G—595 

Reynosa Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-748 

Savannah River Electric Co., project No. 1955 

Granted in Full. 

Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District, project 


East Ohio Gas Co., City of Euclid, Complainant v. l'ast Ohio 
Gas Co., Defendant; City of Cleveland, Complainant v. The 
East Ohio Gas Co., Defendant; City of Lakewood, Com- 
plainant v. The East Ohio Co., Defendant, docket No. G—-115, 
G-399, G-400, G-401 
Nantahala Power & Light Co., project No. 1845 
White River Power Co., project No. 654 
12. Reversinac RvuLinNG oF PrReEsIDING OFFICER. 
Montana Power Co., docket No. IT-5840 
13. SHow Cause ORDER. 
Appalachian Electric Power Co., Atlantic City Electric Co., 
Indiana General Service Co., Indiana & Michigan Electric 
Co., Interstate Power Co. (Delaware), Interstate Power Co. 
of Nebraska, Georgia Power & Light Co., Pennsylvania 
Electric Co., Kansas Gas & Electric Co., Missouri Electric 
Power Co., The Ohio Power Co., and Tide Water Power Co., 
docket Nos. IT—5613, IT-5614, IT-5615, IT-—5616, IT-—5621, 
IT-5626, 1T-5631, IT—5609, IT-5617, IT—5633______ at al 
Eastern Oregon Light & Power Co., docket No. IT-5815 
Kansas Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-6039 
Pennsylvania Edison Co., docket No. 1T—5568 
Utah Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5686 
14. SuBPoENas. 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5829 
Arkansas Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-5829 





PRACTICES AND PROCEDURES—Continued 
15. Stay or ORDER. 
(a) Denied. 
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Central Nebraska Public Power and Irrigation District, project 
No. 1417 


16. Suspmission oF AcTUAL LEGITIMATE ORIGINAL CostT. 


Western Massachusetts Electric Co., project No. 1889 


17. VacaTinc OrpeER. 


City of Detroit, Michigan and County of Wayne, Michigan, 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp; et al., docket Nos. G—-200, G-207 


18. WITHDRAWAL OF APPLICATION. 


Border Pipe Line Co., docket No. G-234___-__- 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
(a) Withdrawal. 


Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 13 and 
Proposed Project No. 147, docket No. DA-681-California- 
State of California, Department of Public Works- - -- -__-- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Designation No. 14, docket 
No. DA-657-California-William Von Alvensleben-_--- ~~ -- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserves Nos. 26, 63, 66, and 
480 and projects Nos. 57 and 1447, docket No. DA-356- 
Oregon-Oregon State Highway Commission ------_--___--- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 66, docket No. 
DA-358-Oregon Dant & Russell, Inc see TOR occ. 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 78, docket No. 
D A-265-Colorado-City and County of Denver, Colo ; 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 81, docket No. 
DA-—259-Colorado-Stanley C. Haynes-- 4 — 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 88 and ‘Power 
Site Classification No. 183, docket No. DA-672-Cali- 
Sonula<Den- Rites ob also Sak oct ce ek ek cue. 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 92, docket No. 
DA-263-Colorado-Merle F. Frey- —s 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 92, docket ‘No. 
DA-261-Colorado-Stanley R. Hogan__-. Jee 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 92, docket No. 
DA-261-Colorado-Stanley R. Hogan_-.-__---------- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 96, docket No. 
DA-85-Arizona-Diamond Two Cattle Co__..._---------- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 116, docket 
No. DA-651-California-Bradley Mining Co_.------------ 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 124, docket 

No. DA—262-Colorado-Clark Neil Brown_--- ied 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 155, docket No. 
DA-135-Montana-William T. and Alzad C. Carlisle___-_-- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 178, docket 
No. DA-685-California-John Glennan_____----...------- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 185, docket No. 
DA-7-Minnesota-William Manninen, Jr : 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 202 and in proj- 
ect No. 864, docket No. DA-668-California-Mrs. Prudence 

Johnson 








699 


293 


736 


414 


1056 


540 


635 
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PUBLIC LANDS—Continued. 
(a) Withdrawal—Continued. 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 215 docket 
No. DA-100-Washington-Client of Morton H. Van Nuys-- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 217 and Power 
Site Classification No. 14, docket No. DA-—655-California 
State Lands Commission of California 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 217 and Power 
Site Classification No. 14, docket No. DA-—655-California- 
State Lands Commission of California 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 219 and project 
No. 936, docket No. DA-669-California-Mrs. Maude E. 
Howard 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 221 and 
Partially Withdrawn in project Nos. 1185 and 1944, docket 
No. DA-319—Alaska-Fred Bahovec 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 248 and Power 
Site Classification No. 122, docket No. DA-660—California- 
Mr. Thomas E. LeBel 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 258 and project 
No. 74, docket No. DA-658—California-Mrs. Florence B. 
Borgman 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 268 and project 
No. 866, docket No. DA-—670—California-L. B. Morgan- - - - 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 373, docket No. 
DA-67-Utah, Utah State Road Commission 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Classification No. 374 and 
Power Site Reserve No. 435, docket No. DA-—260—Colorado- 
Remvo Superior Vermiculite Products, Inc 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 710, Reservoir 
Site Reserve No. 17 and Power Site Classification No. 266, 
docket No. DA-661-—California-James M. Little 

Land Withdrawn in Water Power Designation No. 1 and 
Power Site Reserve No. 548, docket No. DA-34—New 
Mexico-Mr. Mertz Smith, docket No. DA-35—New Mexico- 
er. TE wn Be. ns a EE einen 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 64, docket No. DA-641- 
California-Edward B. Olson 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 74, docket No. DA-649- 
California-F. E. Steward 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 82, docket No. DA-6— 
Alabama 

Land Withdrawn | in project No. 108, docket No. DA- 2- 
Wisconsin-Chester Dunlap 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 163, January 31, 1947 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 163, April 1, 1947 

Land Withdrawn in projects Nos. 187 and 1323, docket No. 
DA-665—California-Edward E. Reiswig and Lloyd L. 
MeNeill 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 284, docket No. DA-654- 
California-Robert M. Stanford 

Land Withdrawn in project No. 284, docket No. DA-654, 
Calfiornia-Robert M. Stanford 
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RATES. 














































































































PUBLIC LANDS—Continued 
(a) Withdrawal—Continued 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


Land Withdrawn in project No. 864 docket No. DA-647- 
Califoraie-Harty Gelrwetet sis oiiid os didi wicwiincidnscncee 
Land Withdrawn in Proposed project No. 276, docket No. DA- 
7—Alabama-Lewie F. Roberts. .-.......-..--.------------ 
Land Withdrawn in Proposed project No. 371, docket No. DA- 
652-California-Elias Bushati_.........................-.. 
Land Withdrawn in Proposed project No. 428, docket No. 
DA-395-Oregon County Court of Douglas County, Oregon- 
amd puninnt OMB a asda ceuitdncu. cessusbliicusacccess 
Land Withdrawn in Proposed projects Nos. 641, 642, 643, 644, 
and 645, docket No. DA-6—Florida-Mr. George C. Lents_-_- 


(b) Vacation of Withdrawal. 


Land Withdrawn in project No. 5, December 2, 1947 
Land Withdrawn in project No. 30, April 8, 1947_......__-- 
Land Withdrawn in project No. 163, April 1, 1947__..._._-- 
Land Withdrawn in project No. 1455, April 1, 1947 


1. ScHEDULEs. 
(a) Acceptance for Filing. 


Northern Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-956__........--_- 
Safe Harbor Water Power Corp., docket No. IT-5914_.____. 
Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co., docket No. G—705 


(b) Allowed to Take Effect. 


Appalachian Electric Power Co., and Kentucky and West 
Virginia Power Co., Inc., docket No. IT-6047_......_.__- 
Appalachian Electric Power Co., and Kingsport Utilities Inc., 
Gbekek BiG 28s Seeds cawswetecaatncaws ocseetnccccnn 
Arkansas-Louisiana Gas Co., June 10, 1947_....____._._-- 2 
Atlantic Seaboard Corp. and Virginia Gas Transmission Co., 
BON 18 FOGT otc ccrcicsntinndaxtionnd Si capt rele a cerecacaiie 
Baltic Operating Co., August 19, 1947_..._.....----.--.-.. 
Bellows Falls Hydro-Electric Corp., February 11, 1947__...- 
Carolina Power & Light Co., February 4, 1947_......._..__. 
Carolina Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-6032 
Carolina Power & Light Co., November 17, 1947__..._____-_ 
Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—710 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., January 31, 1947_....__..--. 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., and Louisville Gas & Electric 
Clog BRAS GORE. cs decd akinnacune caeeedshOn opateoonwe 
Cincinnati Gas & Electric Co., December 2, 1947.__....__-- 
Cincinnati Gas Transportation Co., docket No. G—710 
Cities Service Gas Co., January 10, 1947 
Cities Service Gas Co., January 21, 1947 
Cities Service Gas Co., January 21, 1947_...............--. 
Cities Service Gas Co., February 11, 1947 
Cities Service Gas Co., February 25, 1947 
Cities Service Gas Co,, docket No. G-141.___-__--.-------- 
City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp; In the Matter of Panhandle Eastern 
Pipe Line Co., Michigan Gas Transmission Corp., an 
Illinois Natural Gas Co., docket Nos. G-200, G-207 





409 


960 


1057 
548 
532 
532 


986 
570 
460 


655 


560 
721 


647 
863 
401 
386 
503 
1027 
517 
379 


630 
1060 
518 
315 
337 
337 
402 
448 
610 


INDEX TO ORDERS 


RATES—Continued 
1. ScpepuLes—Continued ; 
(b) Allowed to Take Effect—Continued 

Commonwealth & Southern Corp., October 15, 1947 

Connecticut Power Co., June 27, 1947 

Connecticut Power Co. and Hartford Electric Light Co., 
July 22, 1947 

Connecticut Power Co. and Hartford Electric Light Co., 
Pale Se, WEG ke washable A AE Bains 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., January 31, 1947 

Consolidated Gas Utilities Corp., August 15, 1947 

Empire District Electric Co., February 11, 1947 

Empire District Electric Co., February 11, 1947 

Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. IT—6046 

Gulf States Utilities Co., August 18, 1947 

Gulf States Utilities Co., September 22, 1947 

Gulf States Utilities Co., September 22, 1947 

Gulf States Utilities Co., October 7, 1947 

Hope Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-861 

Hope Natural Gas Co., October 30, 1947 

Hope Producing Co., August 15, 1947 

Idaho Power Co., May 20, 1947 

Idaho Power Co., September 9, 1947 

Interstate Light and Power Co. (Wisconsin) February 25, 


Interstate Natural Gas Co., docket No. G-819___.________-. 

Interstate Natural Gas Co., Inc., September 24, 1947 

Iowa Power & Light Co., February 4, 1947 

Iroquois Gas Corp., October 15, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., January 14, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., docket No. IT-6037 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., May 20, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., June 27, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., October 15, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., October 21, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., November 17, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., December 11, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., December 19, 1947 

Kansas Gas & Electric Co., December 30, 1947 

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Co., Inc., December 2, 1947 _- 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. C 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., docket No. 

Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., August 5, 1947 

Louisiana Power & Light Co., Arkansas Power & Light Co., 
docket No. IT—5507 

Manufacturers Light & Heat Co. and Carnegie Natural Gas 
Co., May 6, 1947_-__- 

Michigan Gas Storage, April 22, 1947 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., et al, docket No. G-462 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., April 22, 1947_.._______- 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., June 10, 1947 

Mississippi River Fuel Corp., August 5, 1947 
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RATES—Continued 
1. ScnepuLEs—Continued 





(b) Allowed to Take Effect—Continued 


Monogahela Power Co., June 27, 1947_.__.__-_- pele 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. and Northwestern Public Serv- 

ice Co., docket No. IT-6004 and Waiver of Notice for Filed 

ee HR iii eciscenc ea She sarees caeen 
Natural Gas Co. of West Virginia, docket No. G-869______-_- 
New England Power Co., January 3, 1947 
New England Power Co., January 3, 1947_.........._...--- 
New England Power Co., January 31, 1947 
New England Power Co., January 31, 1947__.._...._-._-_-.- 
New England Power Co., November 17, 1947__........_---- 
New Hampshire Gas & Electric Co., August 18, 1947_..____- 
New Jersey Power & Light Co., Metropolitan Edison Co., 

and Jersey Central Power & Light Co., February 18, 1947__ 
New Jersey Power & Light Co., Jersey Central Power & Light 

Co., and Public Service Electric & Gas Co., February 18, 


New York State Natural Gas Corp., January 31, 1947 AE ass as 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., January 31, 1947____- 5 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., February 11, 1947 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., June 3, 1947__ 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., August 15, 1947_______- 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., December 2, 1947_____- 
New York State Natural Gas Corp., United Fuel Gas Co., 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., Central Natural Gas 

Co., and Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., July 3, 1947_- 
Newport Electric Corp., December 19, 1947_.......-------- 
Northern Natural Gas Co., January 17, 1947......-...----- 
Northern States Power Co., (Minnesota), January 10, 1947_- 
Northern States Power Co., (Wisconsin) and Mississippi 

Valley Public Service Co., May 20, 1947__.......-..-_--- 
Northern Virginia Power Co., February 11, 1947 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., February 11, 1947 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-—403 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-870 
Ohio Fuel Gas Co., docket No. G-—403 
Ohio Power Co., docket No. IT-6049_...............------ 
Ohio Power Co. and Wheeling Electric Co., docket No. IT- 


Oklahoma Gas & Electric Co., October 21, 1947_..__.------ 
Orange and Rockland Electric Co., (New York), docket No. 
Orange & Rockland Electric Co., August 18, 1947 
Otter. Tail Power Co., July 22, 19476... cse2cs5u. cL... 
Otter Tail Power Co., November 17, 1947_............----- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., October 15, 1947__.....-------- 
Pacific Power & Light Co., December 19, 1947_......-.----- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., April 22, 1947__.....-..-- 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co , September 23, 1947 





Page 


749 


872 
565 
304 
304 
381 
381 
1028 
857 


430 


430 
750 
382 
382 
403 
697 
851 
1061 


765 
1107 
331 
316 


674 
404 
404 
429 
524 
1098 
640 


640 
975 
985 





INDEX TO ORDERS 


RATES—Continued 
1. ScoepuLEs—Continued , 
(b) Allowed to Take Effect—Continued 


Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., September 29, 1947 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., December 2, 1947 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., December 23, 1947______- 
Potomac Edison Co., Monongahela Power Co. and West Penn 
Co., November 4, 1947 _ ~~ -- iesasalh aa ade we Sas asd pbb ts ai 
Potomac Edison Co., February 11, 1947__..--..-..--...-.- 
Potomac Light and Power Co., February 11, 1947_.....__... 
Potomac Light and Power Co., February 11, 1947_- 
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc., February 4, 1947 
Public Service Co. of Indiana, Inc., October 7, 1947 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, August 18, 1947_____-_.--- 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, September 22, 1947 _______- 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, September 29, 1947_--_-- 
Publie Service Co. of Oklahoma, October 15, 1947_______-_- 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, November 4, 1947___.___-- 
Publie Service Co. of Oklahoma, December 11, 1947 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, December 11, 1947 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, December 19, 1947________- 
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma, and Oklahoma Gas & Electric 
Co., docket No. IT—6035 
Public Service Electric & Gas Co., July 22, 1947__......._-- 
Public Service Electric & Gas Co. and Rockland Light & 
Power Co., Bignell 19: 1968 a oo iiccn cic nnstddidecsai has). 
Sioux City Gas & Electric Co., docket No. IT-5547 
South Penn Power Co., February 11, 1947_____......---_-- 
St. Croix Co. and Interstate Light & Power Co., (Wisconsin), 
Gocies Mo: FF-O0GR: esha. ween ceacdvbibcnsa 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Co., docket No. G-836 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Co., docket No. G—-864 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Co., docket No. G—865 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Co., March 18, 1947 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Co., March 21, 1947 
Tennessee Gas and Transmission Co., May 13, 1947__..____- 
Tennessee Gas Transmission Co. and United Gas Pipe Line 
Ca., Beptemiber De, 1067 qo. .ccccecunpetlincwaiveseds.lu. 
Tennessee Natural Gas Lines, Inc., docket No. G-575_____-_- 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., docket No. G—880 
Trenton Rock Oil & Gas Corp., January 31, 1947____...-_-- 
Trinidad Electric Transmission Railway & Gas Co., June 27, 


Union Electric Power Co., July 30, 1947__........._--_---- 
United Fuel Gas Co. and Central Kentucky Natural Gas Co., 

Sen D TEES cc kdtihadinde td diab dasawb nde win 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., January 31, 1947__..._.___..-_-- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., February 11, 1947 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., May 20, 1947 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., June 10, 1947__-.......-_.-.---- 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., August 5, 1947___-.._____._- woe 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., September 22, 1947 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., October 21, 1947 
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405 
405 
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387 
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858 
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924 
976 

1000 

1081 

1082 

1109 


571 
804 


476 
1125 
406 
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383 


891 
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407 
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917 
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RATES—Continued 
1. ScuEDULEs—Continued 
(b) Allowed to Take Effect—Continued 


United Gas Pipe Line Co., November 4, 1947__.-...........- 1002 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., December 23, 1947_.........-..- 1113 
United Gas Pipe Line Co., and Kentucky Natural Gas Corp., 

SUG WE, Oss k ASIC AA edn dita ecsbidiiiscce 733 


United Gas Pipe Line Co. and Lone Star Gas Co., docket 


United Gas Pipe Line Co. and Natural Gas Co. of West Vir- 


NN Ns oon sere) Sop aiid nese e wae 631 
Utah Power & Light Co., docket No. IT-6031_.__..--..---- 503 
Utah Power & Light Co., September 9, 1947___._.._-.----- 892 
Utah Power & Light Co., December 30, 1947_..........---- 1124 
Washington Water Power Co., January 10, 1947_.......---- 316 
Washington Water Power Co., January 10, 1947__.......-.- 317 
Washington Water Power Co., docket No. IT-6044_.......- 561 
Washington Water Power Co., May 6, 1947._..---...-.---- 632 
Washington Water Power Co., docket No. IT-6040__._.---. 638 
Washington Water Power Co., docket No. IT-6043-_...__--- 638 
Washington Water Power Co., August 15, 1947.......-.---- 852 
Washington Water Power Co., October 7, 1947_........----- 951 
West Penn Power Co., docket No. IT-6049-_.-..--....----- 615 
Wisconsin- Michigan Power Co., May 20, 1947_.------------ 675 
Wisconsin Public Service Co., docket No. IT-6045._-.--..-- 639 

(ce) Cancellation. 
Manufacturers Light & Heat Co., January 31, 1947._...--.-- 380 
Memphis Natural Gas Co., docket No. G—822_...-...-.---- 385 


(d) Confirming and Approving. 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Washington-Oregon, 
docket Nos. IT-6087, IT-6088, IT-6089, IT-—6090-____---- 988 
Bonneville Project, Columbia River, Washington-Oregon, 
beet Nei EI O0C6 suc sie ses cbc we we xdsewswonace 797 
Southwestern Power Administration, docket No. IT-5971.... 407 
Southwestern Power Administration, docket No. IT-6056_... 757 
(e) Corrections Permitted. 
Northern Natural Gas Co., January 24, 1947._..._-..-.--.-- 351 
(f) Order Amending. 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America, June 6, 1947_...--..-- 718 
Southwestern Power Administration, docket No. IT-5971.... 842 


(g) Order Extending Effective Date. 
City of Detroit, Michigan, and County of Wayne, Michigan ». 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. and Michigan Gas Trans- 


mission Corp., et al, docket Nos. G-200, G-207__...---.-- 992 
(h) Suspending. 
Cities Service Gas Co., docket No. G-757.._-.....--------- 333 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No, G-886__...-------- 555 
Florida Power Co., docket No. IT-6024_.......-...-......- 312 
(i) Vacating Suspension. 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co., docket No. G-886_.......---- 567 


2. INVESTIGATIONS. 
Union Electric Power Co., docket No. IT-6054 


eee re) 





















































INDEX TO ORDERS 


REHEARING. 

See PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE, il. Rehearing, Re- 

consideration and Reargument. 
RIGHT OF WAY. 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 515, docket No. 
DA-134—Montana State Highway Commission, Montana__. 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserves Nos. 5 and 30, docket 
No. DA-115—-Wyoming—Wyoming State Highway Depart- 
WMG. cnn sdoticcitiniowuewuses u 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 27, docket No. 
DA-270—Colorado-Colorado State Highway Department -- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 43, docket No. 
DA-267-Colorado-Colorado State Highway Department-_- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 50, docket No. 
DA-268-Colorado-Colorado State Highway Department-_- - 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 92, docket No. 
DA-266—Colorado-Colorado State Highway Department--- 

Land Withdrawn in Power Site Reserve No. 373, docket No. 
DA-67-Utah, Utah State Road Commission 

Land Withdrawn in Project No. 857, docket No. DA-269- 
Colorado—Colorado State Highway Department___- _- - 

Washington Water Power Co., project No. 637- - - 


SALE. 
See CONSOLIDATION, MERGER and SALE—Section 
203 (F. P. A.). 
SECURITIES. 

1. ACQUISITION OF. 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-6059-- 

2. AMORTIZATION and REFINANCING. 

(a) Granting Permission under Balance Sheet Accounts. 

Instruction 6-E 
Kansas City Power and Light Co., docket No. IT-6023__-_-_- 
Northern States Power Co. (Wisconsin), docket No. IT-6052_- 
Duquesne Light Co., docket No. IT-6071- 

3. IssvANcE AUTHORIZED—Section 204 (F. P. A.) 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. IT-6060_- = 676 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. IT—6060_- a 686 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. IT-6060__ 775 
California Electric Power Co., docket No. IT-6099__ 1047 
Community Publie Service Co., docket No. IT-—6041- - - 512 
Community Publie Service Co., docket No. IT-—6092- _ _ - 990 
Community Public Service Co., docket No. E-6106- - - 1065 
Duke Power Co., docket No. IT-6074______._-_- 898 
Duke Power Co., docket No. IT—6075- 7 : 900 
Florida Power Co., docket No. IT-6063___- sesh , 766 
Gulf Public Service Co., docket No. IT—-6062____--_- ; 741 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. IT—6081-----_- 958 
Gulf States Utilities Co., docket No. E-6103__- 1085 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. IT—6021_____-_-- akbar . 365 
Idaho Power Co., docket No. IT—6080__--_-_- fe 914 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT-6076-_-_ . 896 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. E-6101_-___- 1097 
Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., docket No. IT—6029 es 465 
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SECURITIES—Continued. 
8. Issuance AUTHORIZED—Section 204 (F. P. A.)—Continued. 
Mountain States Power Co., docket No. E-6102_- 
Otter Tail Power Co., docket No. IT-6067__........_____- 
Northwestern Public Service Co., docket No. IT—5995____- A 
Northwestern Public Service Co., docket No. 
Northwestern Public Service Co., docket No. 
Northwestern Public Service Co., docket No. 
Northwestern Public Service Co., docket No. 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. IT-6064 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. IT-6069 
Sierra Pacific Power Co., docket No. IT—6069 
Telluride Power Co., docket No. E-6100 
4. OrnpER AMENDING IssUANCE. 
Idaho Power Co., docket No: IT—6080 
SERVICE CONDITIONS. 
City of Detroit, Michigan and County of Wayne, Michigan, 
v. Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co., and Michigan Gas 
Transmission Corp; et al., docket Nos. G-200, G-207__.._. 853 
WATER RIGHTS. 
Seneca Nation of Indians, docket No. IT-5587----~-_-_--_- - 1025 





